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FEATURED in this issue... 


We ake invitine pisasier when we send a sick 
man—in fact, a dying man—to a world conference called 
for the purpose of drawing up the blueprints for the post- 
war world. And yet that is exactly what happened, and 
Congressman Lawrence H. Smith, of Wisconsin, tells us all 
about it in Roosevelt at Yalta on the opposite page. What- 
ever you as an individual may think of F. D. R., the fact 
remains that he was physically and mentally no match for 
Stalin at Yalta. 

a 

Tue reapers or tue Narionat Rervsuic will 
find the article of Congressman John V. Beamer, inspira- 
tional in these days of the gloom spreader, Page 3. 

Ix ner CONTRIBUTION, “J Speak for the Consti- 
tution”, Page 4, Emma Stark leaves no doubt in one’s mind 
that there are no pitfalls in American progress if we stick 
to the Constitution and to the American Way of Life, 

as 


Tue INTRIGUES WHICH BEGAN behind closed doors 
prior to the inauguration of the United Nations and the dire 
results of those conspiracies, are laid bare in “Blueprint for 
Vational Suicide, by Frances Beck, on Page 5. 

To Tuomas ApaAms, author of the article, “Cru- 
sade For Freedom” on Page 7, goes our special compliments 
for the very important message he delivers concerning the 
dangers which lurk within some of our educational institu 
tions and the adverse effect such as on our youth. 

& 


Ix wis articie, “Peace and Security” on Page 
13, R. L. Merril says it is not the catch slogan that our 
statesmen believe it is, as people of other countries grope for 
Life and Freedom, as the initial step to Peace and Security. 
as 
AN orGANIZED CONGLOMERATION of Marxists has 
again spilled forth on the political front in our country. 
Posing as “liberals,” these enemies to our free enterprise 
system, vie with the two major political parties for the votes 


of the people. Read the sensational disclosures—Page 1). 
& 


A Goop CAUSE NEVER DIES, attainment is eventual- 
ly assured. This is the case of the Bricker Amendment, 
voted down in a close contest by the retiring session of Con 
gress. But the issue remains alive, says Ira Ek. Bennett 
Page 17. 

& 

A ro.towur or THe ARTICLE on the American As 
sociation of University Women which attracted so much at 
tention in our September edition, will be found on Page 19. 

x 


AN INTERESTING PERSONALITY, Tom Watson of 
Florida, is dealt with on Page 21 in this edition, by John 
Jay Daly. Fightin’ Tom, is on the loose again. 
& 


Over artist Josern E. Rurrkay, devotes the 
cover this month to a very important event—United States 
Day—to be celebrated throughout the Nation October 23. 
The event launched first in Tulsa, Okla., last year, has this 
year grown into a national celebration for the purpose of 
bringing back to the minds of all Americans, worthy of the 
name, the virtues of our form of Government, with the 
freedom and opportunities which it affords all who will 
take advantage of them. 
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ROOSEVELT AT YALTA 


By HON. LAWRENCE H. SMITH 


Representative to Congress from Wisconsin 


are agreed almost without execption that many 
of the troubles vexing the world today would not 
have arisen.” 

More recently, on March 10, 1951, Vice-Admiral 
Ross T. McIntire, retired, former personal physi- 
cian to President Roosevelt, wrote: “By inaugu- 
ration time (January 20, 1945), fatigue again 
was becoming a real problem. The period around 
inauguration demanded a great deal of him, due 





to certain social obligations, as well as the fram- 





HE HISTORIC Yalta Conference of January- 
"[ February, 1945, emerges as a pivotal turning 

point of modern history. The Yalta agreements 
must be repudiated by the United States before peace 
can come to this war-weary world. 

New material on the great betrayal of freedom at 
Yalta still comes to light almost daily, and much of 
it turns upon the state of President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt’s health as he prepared for the conference. 

“I have been much troubled by the President's phys- 
ical condition,” wrote former Secretary of State Henry 
L. Stimson, in his 1948 book, On Active Service. “He 
was distinctly not himself Saturday (September 9, 
1944). He had a cold and seemed tired out. I rather 
fear for the effects of this hard conference on him, [| 
am particularly troubled ... that he is going up there 
(to the Quebec Conference with Winston Churchill, 
which made final plans for the Yalta meeting with 
Stalin) without any real preparation for the solution 
of the underlying and fundamental problem of how to 
treat Germany. So far as he has evidenced it in his 
talks with us, he has absolutely no study or training in 
the very difficult problem which we have to decide.” 

Like testimony comes from the 1948 biography of 
former Postmaster General 
James A. Farley. 

“In our evaluation of Presi- 
dent Roosevelt, Cordell (Hull) 
and I agreed that he was a sick 
man at Yalta, and should not 
have been called upon to make 
decisions affecting his country 
and the world. Physical ill- 
ness, we knew, taxed the mind 
and left him in no shape to 
bargain with such hard bar- 
gainers the Russians and 
such astute diplomats as the 
British. On every side, I heard 
expressions of regret that he 
was not himself in the most 
critical days of world history. 
Had he not been physically 
and mentally tired at Teheran 
and Yalta, and at home, and 
had America had a more vig- 
orous voice in international af- 
fairs. statesmen of the world 
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ing of his inaugural address. He left immedi- 

ately for the Yalta Conference . . .” 

Three of the men who had been closest to Mr. 
Roosevelt in his last days in the White House now have 
testified that he left for Yalta in a physical condition 
which precluded his giving normal energy and decision 
to the momentous questions there presented in the 
termination of World War II and the establishment of 
peace. 

If President Roosevelt was physically unable to make 
any preparations for the Yalta Conference, who did 
make the preparations for the United States? <A sen- 
tence in the memoirs of the late Edward R. Stettinius, 
then Secretary of State, relates that Alger Hiss, as 
Chief of the Office of Special Political Affairs in the 
State Department, was the chief adviser at Yalta. On 
page 270, Stettinius sets down a revealing vignette from 
his own experience at Yalta: 

“During one adjournment that afternoon the Presi- 
dent asked me to get a lawyer to consult with him over 
the wording of the Polish boundary statement. I called 
Alger Hiss.” 

When the question arose of three votes for Russia, 
against one for the United States, the issue was re- 
ferred to a special committee of technicians. This com- 
mittee consisted of Gladwin 
Jebb for Great Britain, Gro- 
myko for Russia, and Alger 
Hiss for the U. S. This was 
the committee which finally 
agreed that Russia should have 
three votes in the United Na- 
tions! 

Senator 
South 
many 


Karl R. Mundt, of 

Dakota, who was for 
years a member of the 
House Committee on Un-Amer- 
ican Activities, has devoted 
many months to constructing 
an hour-by-hour chronology of 
the Yalta deliberations. He 
told the Senate on January 25, 
1950: 

“It is more than an item of 
passing interest that we hear 
how Alger Hiss was moving 
into positions of influence and 
authority at Yalta. First, (in 
Washington) he was one of a 
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group of six advisors to the Secretary of State to 
make up the advance preparations for Yalta, and to 
prepare information for the study of the President 
when they met at Malta, before proceeding to the 
Crimea. Then, we find him being included among 
those sitting with the President on the porch at Yalta 
reviewing proposals for the daily agenda at the con- 
ference. Then we see him selected as one of those 
sitting behind the President in the inner council 
chamber, to counsel with him, to whisper suggestions 
to him, to make his influence felt on matters of vital 
significance, and to supply the President with in- 
formation, or misinformation, as the case might be, 
for making world-shattering and world-shaking de- 
cisions. Then, we find Hiss the sole American repre- 
sentative on a committee of three, one of whom is the 
Communist Gromyko, preparing a report to determine 
how many extra votes should be given the Soviet Gov- 
ernment in the forthcoming United Nations Charter.” 
‘Tis picture of President Roosevelt in the last 

stages of failing health, with Alger Hiss taking 
over the day-to-day decisions of the Yalta conference, 
goes far to explain the comment of Arthur Bliss Lane, 
a career diplomat of more than 25 years’ experience in 
the State Department. His 1948 book was titled / 
Saw Poland Betrayed. He recalls his emotions when 
official news of the Yalta decisions first reached 
Washington. 

“The Department of State was not kept advised of 
the progress of the Crimea Conference . . . The first 
word regarding the conference which reached the 
State Department in Washington was the report by 
Jonathan Daniels, administrative assistant to the 
President ... A copy was immediately brought to me 
at my desk in the State Department. As I glanced 
over it, J could not believe my eyes. To me almost 
every line spoke of a surrender to Stalin... Mr. 
Roosevelt returned to Washington from the Crimea 
Conference mortally fatigued by his journey .. .” 

At about the same time, news of the secret agree- 
ments concluded at Yalta reached Generalissimo 
Chiang Kai-shek at Chungking, at a moment when 
Mr. Roosevelt’s special ambassador, General Patrick 
J. Hurley, was in the room. Of this occasion, Hurley 
wrote: “Our diplomats surrendered the territorial 
integrity and the political independence of China in 
a secret agreement at Yalta. The Yalta secret agree- 
ment is the blueprint for the Communist conquest of 
China. Every step of the Communist conquest of 
China has been engineered by our own diplomats, in 
cooperation with the Chinese Communists and Rus- 
sia. 


BACK from Yalta, President Roosevelt reported on 
the conference to a special joint session of the 


House and Senate, on March 1, 1945. He was most 
emphatic and unequivocal in the statement that there 
had been no secret agreements reached at Yalta. Yet 
we knew at that very moment that some of the under- 
standings reached with Russia were of such doubtful 
validity and integrity that they could not be revealed 
to the world. This suspicion was confirmed by the 
Vew York Times for February 28, 1945, in its report 
on Roosevelt’s arrival, (page 13:) 

“The President’s report to Congress on his victory 
and peace mission to the Crimea, tomorrow, will not 
tell all. Some understandings reached at the Big 
Three meetings on the Black Sea were secret, he said. 
Whether these involved political or military arrange- 
ments, or both, was part of the secrecy.” 

The betrayal of China was not revealed to the 
American people until March 24, 1947—more than two 
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Acme 
Roosevelt Was in Good Health at The Time, But Teheran 
(Above) Led to Yalta and the Sell-Out. 


years after the Alger Hiss deal had been made with 
Stalin at Yalta. By this time, President Roosevelt 
had been dead almost two years. The Yalta secret 
agreements gave Russia all of Outer Mongolia, Port 
Arthur, Dairen, the Sakhalin Islands, and the Kuriles. 
Fourteen months before Yaita, Roosevelt had prom- 
ised all these areas to Chiang Kai-shek. The text of 
the secret Yalta treaty provided that the Roosevelt- 
Stalin-Hiss covenant would require the concurrence 
of Chiang Kai-shek. 

“The President will take measures in order to ob- 
tain this concurrence, on advice from Marshal Stalin. 
The heads of the three great powers have agreed that 
these claims of the Soviet Union shall be unquestion- 
ably fulfilled after Japan has been defeated.” 

That was the formal language of the great betrayal 
of China, so long withheld from the American people, 
but known to Chiang Kai-shek and Ambassador Hur- 
ley, at Chungking, almost the day it was concluded at 
Yalta, in February, 1945. 


AX? HOW was this betrayal enforced? It was en- 

forced by President Truman, after the Potsdam 
Conference of July, 1945. On December 15, 1945, 
President Truman sent word to Chiang Kai-shek that 
all United States assistance and supplies to China 
would be summarily cut off unless the Communists 
were admitted to the Government of China. 

As has been stated so eloquently, on the floor of the 
House, February 14, 1951, by Congressman William S. 
Hill, of Colorado (page (1305) : 

“General Marshall, obeying the orders of his Com- 
mander-in-chief, forced a truce at a time when Chiang 
Kai-shek’s troops were winning. General Marshall 
did this by cutting off United States aid, placing an 
embargo on China’s military purchases in the United 
States, scuttling a 1945 agreement between China and 
the United States, whereby the United States would 
supply the government of China with an air force of 
eight and one-third groups after the war was over, 
stalling discussions on a proposed half-billion dollar 
loan which had been promised the Chinese, demanding 
that the Chinese Air Force, the most potent weapon 
against the Reds, be grounded.” 

History has not yet established clearly who wrote 
the State Department instructions delivered to Gen- 
eral Marshall as he began his historic China mission 
in 1945. These matters may be clarified when the 
court trial begins this fall in the case of Owen Latti- 
more, who is under indictment for perjury in connec- 
tion with his testimony before a Congressional com- 
mittee, in which he denied all part in the State De- 
partment’s conspiracy against nationalist China. 

(See Roosevett at Yatra, Page 32) 











THE RIGHTS 
WE SEEK TO SAVE 


By HON. JOHN V. BEAMER 


Representative to Congress from Indiana 








Korean War veterans and it was a natural im- 

pulse to praise the valiant deeds of the soldiers 
of that conflict. At the same time, there was a realiza- 
tion of the honor that was due the more than one and 
one-half million battle casualties that have been spent 
by Americans since this Nation began defending its 
free way of life some 178 years ago. Many words have 
been spoken and many eulogies have been paid to 
these heroic sacrifices. 


RR ‘Korean ¥ | spoke at a meeting honoring the 


The impelling question thus posed is one that un- 
doubtedly has been asked by each generation in each 
age of history. Why fight? And the answers have 
varied in different ages and in different countries, In 
some instances and, in fact, in far too many Cases, 
wars have been instigated by rulers with uncontrolled 
ambition to extend their authority, to enlarge their 
empire, and eventually to become world rulers, 


The causes of conflict are varied even in our own 


history but, underlying the motives that appear only 


on the surface, there is the one motive of a determina- 
tion to fight for the rights we seek to save. Then, we 
wonder how we fight for these rights and which means 
of combat is the most important. 

The struggle on the battlefield is the one method to 
which most and perhaps even first consideration is 
given. Those who serve in the legislative halls of the 
State General Assemblies and in the Federal Congress 
are deeply conscious of the fact that we wage a con- 
tinuous fight to retain the freedoms that have been our 
inheritance. The efforts of the soldier and the states- 
man are vitally important, but the most important 
fight is in the minds of the 
people for the American state 
of mind. 

Armed forces, perforce, must 
always be on guard. Men and 
women must be trained and be 
alert in their respective 
branches of the armed services 
to be ready to defend our land. 
The people who serve in the 
three constituted branches of 
our Government must be equal- 
ly prepared to carry on a 
“cold” war against an enemy 
philosophy. This kind of pre- 
paredness requires planning, 
nerve and loyalty. 

It has been stated very ap- 
propriately that the present 
time is not one to be devoted 
to a contemplation of the past 
nor an attempt to fathom the 
future, Today more properly 
is an occasion upon which we 
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should repledge and rededicate ourselves to those en- 
during principles upon which our society is founded. 
It should be a time for a search of knowledge and free 
exchange of ideas in a spirit of mutual trust and 
confidence, 

This planning concept of legislation should be sur- 
veyed briefly. The original concept of law-making 
and, especially of Federal legislation in the United 
States, was that there should be a minimum of laws, 
all laws should be fair, rigidly and impartially en- 
forced, and that they should apply equally to all citi- 
zens, The concept that laws should be made for the 
benefit of any minority group—rich or poor; business 
groups or labor unions; white, black or yellow race; 
for any religious creed—has been resisted since the 
beginning of the history of law-making. When laws 
are made for individuals with an understanding that 
all have an equal responsibility under the law to look 
after themselves and their own property and family, 
and to respect this same right of others, then the 
signed concept will be retained to the improvement 
and benefit of all. 

The struggle for freedom thus is fairly definitely 
defined on the battlefield and in the legislative halls, 
but can we be assured of the same degree of certainty 
in the minds of people? Freedom has been classified 
in five phases: (1) a free mind; (2) free schools; (3) 
a free economy; (4) a free value system; and (5) free 
elections. 

The earlier school systems developed and main- 
tained a free mind when the schools were primarily 
concerned with the important proposition of teaching 
the elements of educating and developing the mind 
instead of attempting to build a new society. The 
free schools remain free only when they are public 
schools instead of being government schools designed 
to promote a special political philosophy that may be 
planned and plotted to perpetuate some particular 
group in power. Free schools are more nearly pos- 
sible if conducted on a local level than on a national 
scale. Freedom of worship likewise is an important 
phase of this same freedom of education. 

A free economy and a free value system in the cur- 
rent age are the complete antithesis of the totalitarian 
or authoritarian form of government. A controlled 
economy, especially in peace-time, conceivably is the 
determined and calculated step toward the abolition 
of man’s freedom in production, conversion, and trade 
of commodities. It is apparent 
that national Socialism and 
Communism has as its first ob- 
jective the abolition of a free 
economy and a free value sys- 
tem, 

A realization of 
tion and of the 
fight for freedom 
question—how can 
best defend itself? Armies and 
legislators may do _ valiant 
work, but they cannot earry the 
entire load. The minds of the 
people well may be the strong- 
est defense. After all, can our 
Nation afford to pauperize it- 
self by maintaining enormous- 
ly expensive armies and’ keep- 
ing the youth of our Nation 
constantly poised to enter con- 
flicts against the forces of So- 
cialism and Communism 

(See Ricuts, Page 32) 


this condi- 
continuing 
raises the 
our Nation 
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| SPEAK FOR OUR 
CONSTITUTIONAL REPUBLIC 


By EMMA STARK 


ing concentration of power in the 
national government over the 
lives and fortunes of the people. 

Appalling as these first steps 
toward Socialism were, the other 
measures which have followed 
make the first feeble steps toward 
socialization appear pallid by 
contrast. With these small be- 
ginnings the germ of Marxian 
philosophy was planted in our 
midst. The process of socializa- 





tion has increased at an unbeliev- 





Hits TERM “democracy,” as applied to the Gov- 
T ernmen of the United States, is not only incor- 

rect, but very misleading. A democracy is a form 
of government in which the supreme authority is 
vested in the majority of electorate. In such a govern- 
ment the interests of the minority group and, indeed, 
of the individual, are subject to the dictates of the 
majority. The founders of our Nation wished to avoid 
the tyranny of a king and the tyranny of majorities. 
They therefore planned our Government as a Constitu- 
tional Republic in which the rights of each individual 
shall be preserved against invasion by the supreme 
executive, the elected representatives of the people, 
and the courts. The rights of the individual were 
safeguarded in a written constitution which could be 
altered only by three-fourths vote of the several states. 

[ am proud to speak for our Republic because I be- 
lieve a Constitutional Republic is best suited for a 
free and enlightened people. I am eager to make my 
voice heard in behalf of our Republic because it is at 
this time in great danger of being changed from a 
Constitutional Republic to a democracy. The institu- 
tions which have come into being and which have 
prospered under our constitutional form of Govern- 
ment are now in jeopardy. These dangers to our 
American institutions are not a foreign power with 
designs to subjugate us by armed force. Rather, our 
chief enemy is the ignorance of, and lack of concern 
for, these institutions on the part of great numbers 
of the American people. 

Because we are uninformed, we have acquiesced in 
legislation and executive measures which, in the long 
run, will lead us directly to Socialism, regimentation 
and slavery. These proposals, which are so dangerous 
to our Constitutional Republic, have been presented 
to the people in small, palatable doses. Individually, 
such measures would not represent a danger, but col- 
lectively, they constitute a complete reversal of the 
philosophies of our Founding Fathers. 

What are some of these Socialistic measures which 
we have adopted? Perhaps the most violent invasion 
by the Government in the lives of its citizens is the 
arbitrary authority conferred upon our Government 
to take from the individual the right to retain the 
fruits of his labors. This frightful invasion of individ- 
ual rights became a law upon the adoption of the 
16th Amendment. Shortly after the adoption of this 
amendment, a further invasion of the rights of the in- 
dividual to own property was placed on the statute 
This law restricted the right of the individual 
to transfer to his family, at his death, the property 
which he had acquired during his lifetime. The prin- 
ciples involved are directly in conflict with the funda- 
mental concepts of individuals initiative and free en- 
terprise. The by-products of these ill-advised meas- 
ures have turned out to be even more dangerous than 
the measures themselves. With the advent of the in- 
‘ome tax and estate taxes there began an ever-increas- 


books. 


able pace in recent years. Today, 

every informed American who be- 
lieves in the principles of a Constitutional Republic 
is deeply concerned over the prospects. 

An examination of the ten objectives listed in the 
Manifesto of Karl Marx and Friedrich Engles, pub- 
lished in 1848, is most illuminating. Most Americans 
abhor the Communist doctrine and yet our country 
has adopted, in varying degrees, practically every 
point set forth in that Manifesto. The trend appears 
to be continuing, so that it may well be within the 
lifetime of all of us that we shall find ourselves living 
under the regimented tyranny of a Socialism which 
embraces all that is Communism. 

What measure are we at present being asked to 
accept? These fantastic proposals embrace the con- 
cept that the Federal Government shall be responsible 
for and provide the livelihood for all our people from 
the cradle to the grave. These insidious ideas take 
many forms, such as social security, socialized medi- 
cine, governmental grants for education, subsidies to 
industry and business, public housing, civil rights and 
many others. The end result is further concentration 
of power in the national government and the inevita- 
ble regimentation of the individual in his private and 
business life. The catalogue is almost endless, but 
those enumerated should be sufficient to alert any 
thoughtful American to the dangers confronting us. 

Unhappily, domestic socialization is not the only 
force intent upon destroying our American institu- 

(See CONSTITUTIONAL Reruptic, Page 14) 


ABOUT THE AUTHOR AND THIS ESSAY 


Emma Stark’s high school class in Houston, 
Tex., was given an essay assignment on the sub- 
ject, “I Speak for Democracy,”’ the best essays to 
be submitted in a contest with other schools. 

But Emma knew that this country is not a 
democracy, and told her father: ‘“‘Daddy, I just 
can’t do it.” Mr. Stark suggested an alternate 
subject, “I speak for Our Constitutional Republic,”’ 
which she eagerly accepted. 

The rules of the contest would not permit her 
teacher to submit Emma’s essay because the sub- 
ject was not the one assigned. However, she sug- 
gested that Emma submit it to the essay competi- 
tion of Freedoms Foundation of Valley Forge. 
Last February Emma was notified by the Founda- 
tion that he~ essay had won the George Washing- 
ton Honor Medal. 

Her father, Loren D. Stark, is a successful Hous- 
ton insurance man and Americanism chairman for 
the Eighth District of the American Legion. Mrs. 
Stark is a member of the Minute Women of the 
USA. The NATIONAL REPUBLIC is proud to 
present Emma Stark’s medal-winning essay here. 
It might well be read with profit by some who to- 
day sit in the halls of Congress. 





INE YEARS AGO we Americans lost a part of 
N our liberty because we were not guarding it. 

Through our ignorance and our silence, we said, 
in effect, “We no longer cherish our liberty. We here- 
by give up our Constitutional rights and yield over 
our sovereignty to a world organization.” It was just 
that simple. We hadn’t the faintest idea of what was 
taking place and we didn’t bother to find out. 

Most of us knew in a general way that a United 
Nations Conference was being held in San Francisco 
during the summer of 1945 for the purpose of drafting 
the UN Charter. A few of us even knew that a per- 
sonable young American, high in our Government, was 
playing a major role at the drafting table and thai 
his name was Alger Hiss. 

We saw and heard references to the UN Charter as 
an “instrument of peace.” And who would suspect 
such a noble instrument? Not we. We were a trust- 
ing people, a war-weary people, and—let’s face it—a 
gullible people. We believed what we were told. 

The full text of the UN Charter may have been 
published—somewhere—during that summer of 1945; 
but if any of us saw it, how many bothered to read 
through all that fine print? How many of us knew 
then that the UN Charter 
was a treaty? Indeed, how 


in foreign wars under the UN command and under 
the UN flag. 

(2) American forces engaged in combat have been 
prevented from achieving victory on the battlefields 
by orders of the UN Command. 

(3) The United States, under direction of the UN, 
has suffered its first military defeat. 

(4) The Korean battle casualties suffered by the 
United States under the UN Command, officially an- 
nounced by the U. 8S. Department of Defense as of 
July 27, 1953, are 25,604 dead, 103,492 wounded, and 
7,955 missing. 

(5) Establishment of the UN Headquarters on 
American soil has provided a base from which foreign 
espionage agents may operate freely and with im- 
munity from our domestic laws. 

(6) American taxpayers, through the years 1946 to 
1954 inclusive, have been assessed a total of $124,360,- 
382 for UN operating costs. As one of 67 member na- 
tions we pay well over one-third of the UN’s total 
operating costs. 

It can readily be seen, therefore, that without con- 
sidering the loss of American sovereignty and inde- 
pendence; without considering our monetary cost in 
UN-directed Korean War; 
without considering future 











many of us were familiar 
enough then with our own 
Constitution to know that 
a treaty, once ratified by 
our Senate, becomes the 
supreme law of our land? 

While Alger Hiss and 
the others at the Confer- 
ence in San Francisco were 
drawing up the UN Chart- 
er, and while our Senators 
in Washington were hasti- 


BLUEPRINT FOR 
NATIONAL SUICIDE 


By FRANCES BECK 


costs to our sovereignty, 
our Constitutional rights, 
our lives, and our wealth, 
we have already paid dear- 
ly for our membership in 
the United Nations. 

If in the fateful summer 
of 1945 we could have an- 
ticipated the hideous re- 
sults that would befall us 
through the activities of 
Alger Hiss at San Fran- 








ly causing the Great Seal 
of the United States to be 
placed upon it, were any voices lifted to warn us? If 
so, they were drowned out by the fluttering wings of 
the Dove of Peace. 

And so, on July 28, 1945, the U. S. Senate ratified 
a treaty called the Charter of the United Nations Or- 
ganization, and we lost a part of our liberty. This 
treaty went into effect on October 24, 1945, and be- 
came thereafter the supreme law of our land, over- 
riding our Constitution and our Bill of Rights. 

The UN Charter contains 111 articles in addition to 
the statute setting up the International Court of Jus- 
tice which contains 70 articles, making a total of 181. 
Many well-known and highly reputable authorities in 
the United States now consider that these 181 articles 
contain specifications, requirements, provisions, and 
restrictions which are inimical to the sovereignty and 
independence of the United States and which infringe 
upon the Constitutional rights and freedoms of all 
American citizens. At least one U. 8S. Senator, Pat 
McCarran of Nevada, has stated publicly that his vote 
to ratify the UN Charter is sometiing he will regret 
to his dying day. Certain’ty a vast majority of 
awakened Americans share in that regret. 

It is not the purpose here to discuss the 181 articles 
contained in the UN Charter and the International 
Court of Justice. They are fait accompli; they have 
been ratified as a treaty and we are bound by them 
so long as we retain our UN membership. It does 
seem pertinent, however, to mention briefly a few of 
the major results which have already accrued to us 
through our ratification of the UN Charter. They are: 

(1) Americans have been drafted, without the Con- 
stitutionally required consent of our Congress, to fight 


cisco, if we and our Sena- 

tors had bothered to read 
the fine print of the UN Charter, would we have been 
so complacent? Would we have been so gullible? 
But in 1945 we were attending a sleepwalker’s mati- 
nee; we had not yet dreamed that any document con- 
ceived by man would ever supersede our own Constitu- 
tion. 

We know now that our Constitution, through the 
acts of our Government and the interpretation of our 
courts, can be superseded. We have learned the hard 
way—but not yet the hardest way—that certain docu- 
ments known as treaties and executive agreements 
can and do supersede and override our Constitution, 
and that we are no longer safe. 

We know that our sons, while performing military 
duty in foreign lands, no longer carry with them the 
protection of our Constitution. Through the NATO 
Status of Forces Treaty our sons in foreign military 
service no longer have the inalienable rights of Ameri- 
can citizens, but are subject to the laws of any foreign 
country in which they are forced to do military duty, 
no matter how unjust, cruel, and inhuman such for- 
eign laws may be. This infamous NATO treaty was 
ratified by our Senate on July 15, 1953—and again, 
how many of us knew what was taking place? 

We know that the proposed Bricker Amendment, 
which would have prevented treaties and executive 
agreements from ever again violating our Constitu- 
tion, was opposed by the President and his adminis- 
tration leaders and defeated by our Senate. 

We have learned much since 1945, But have we 
learned enough? For instance, how many of us are 
now familiar with the carefully laid plans to revise 
and amend the UN Charter less than a year from now, 
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thus bringing us under the complete domination of a 
World Government and destroying the last remaining 
vestige of our liberty? Do you know about this? 
Does your neighbor know? If you don’t want it to 
happen, you haven’t much time left in which to say so. 

The UN Charter comes up for amendment in July, 
1955. A movement is afoot to “strengthen” the UN 
Charter, This may come as a shock to those Ameri- 
cans who have already felt or seen its strength, Cer- 
tainly it is difficult to understand why any of our peo- 
ple would wish to “strengthen” an organization in 
which it has only one vote out of 67 and through 
which it is already so completely hamstrung. 

But the real blueprint for re-making the UN into 
a World State in 1955 was drawn up by the London 
Parliamentary Conference on World Government, in 
cillaboration with the United World Federalists of 
this country. An almost identical document was 
drawn up by the Conference of World Federalists in 
Copenhagen in 1953, which is known as “The Copen- 
hagen Declaration.” Both documents are for the ad- 
mitted purpose of establishing, through amendment of 
the UN Charter, a World Government in which con- 
tinued membership would be compulsory. 

The London Conference has proposed and published 
two plans known as “A” and “B,” either of which 
would destroy the individual sovereignty of member 
nations and make secession from the UN an impos- 
sibility. Plan “A” is the model and end objective. 
Plan “B” is only slightly less dangerous to free na- 
tions and will be pressed for if “A” fails to receive 
the necessary majority vote of UN member nations. 
If either of these plans, or the Copenhagen Declara- 
tion, is adopted, the Republic of the United States will 
cease to exist. 


VW itl respect to membership, plan “A” provides: 
“Membership should be open to all states of the 


world, and all must be urged to join. Once member- 
ship has been accepted, continued membership must 
be compulsory. There must be no right of secession.” 
(Emphasis supplied.) 

Red China and the other Communist aggressors not 
only will be invited to join, they will be wrged to join. 
We, of course, are already in. Once such an amend- 
ment is adopted, we shall be completely at the mercy 
of our enemies, out-numbered and out-voted, with pun- 
itive action against us certain if we should attempt 
to withdraw. Our only chance to get out after the 
adoption of the compulsory membership amendment 
would be to shoot our way out—if we had anything to 
shoot with. But such an eventuality was anticipated 
and precluded by the One Worlders through an amend- 
ment on disarmament. 

Quick on the heels of the compulsory membership 
amendment, the plan provides for “complete, simul- 
taneous, universal and enforceable disarmament” to 
be carried out by the UN Police, with atomic weapon 
production prohibited. Once the UN disarms us and 
sets its Police over us, we are rendered forever help- 
less. And this is likely to happen in July, 1955, 
unless we, the American people, stop %t. 

The plan provides for a “UN Police” whose members 
would “owe exclusive allegiance to the UN,” and stipu- 
lates that no state could “refuse the presence of the 
UN Police on its soil.” If we retain our UN mem- 
bership until July, 1955, we could be “policed” 
by Russian, Red Chinese, and other Communist sol- 
diers—right here on American soil! Think that over 
while some of our national leaders talk of “strengthen- 
ing” the UN Charter. 

The plan recommends that the International Court 
of Justice have jurisdiction over all disputes between 
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Senator Pat McCarran (D.-Nev.) Has Said That His Vote 

to Ratify the UN Charter Is Something He Will Regret 

to His Dying Day. The Senator Is Shown Above (Right) 
Talking to Newsmen. 


UN member states and particularly disputes involving 
the UN Police, also over “any matter concerning the 
interpretation of the UN Charter, including the validi- 
ty of laws passed by the world legislature.” Thus will 
be administered the cowp de grace to the Constitution 
of the United States. 

A World Arbitral Tribunal is to be created to hear 
all disputes which are not subject to the jurisdiction 
of the International Court. The planners “reluctant- 
ly” admit that the Tribunal’s decisions would not be 
enforceable at present, but they hopefully add, “It is 
possible that enforceability might come later, with 
amendment.” If their hope is realized, all our domes- 
tic courts would become ineffectual and doubtless 
would be abolished and replaced with UN Police 
courts. 

A World Legislature is to be constituted with (a) 
unlimited power of debate, (b) power to raise revenue 
for UN purposes, (c) power to enact legislation, and 
(d) power to elect and dismiss executive council mem- 
bers. There are to be two chambers, with members 
of the upper chamber, or senate, (one from each na- 
tion) to be appointed instead of elected, because this 
would “tend to secure the representation of some valu- 
able men and women who were not willing to submit 
themselves to popular suffrages.” (Emphasis sup- 
plied.) This is quite clever. It would enable some 
future left-wing administration, should we ever be 
blind enough to elect another such, to appoint such 
people as Alger Hiss, Judith Coplon, or William Rem- 
ington to the World Senate! 

The plan provides that “The lower chamber (of the 
world legislature) should consist of representatives 
of the member states in nwmbers proportionate to pop- 
ulation.” (Emphasis supplied.) This too is clever. 
The United States has a population of about 160 mil- 
lions. The USSR alone, without her satellites, has 
an estimated 207 millions, India has about 360 mil- 
lions, and Red China has more than 500 millions. This 
will provide a rough idea of the “proportionate” vot- 
ing strength we would have in the lower chamber 
(house of representatives) of the World Legislature. 

The plan provides that revenue “should be levied 
proportionately to national income . . .” (Emphasis 
supplied.) How clever can they get? After yielding 
over our liberty and sovereignty to what undoubtedly 
will be a Communist-dominated World Government, 
we shall still be taxed for the major part of its rev- 
enue. A spokesman for the London Conference, Julian 

(See Nationa, Suicipe, Page 32) 











CRUSADE FOR FREEDOM 


By THOMAS ADAMS 


declare they are loyal Americans, yet teach 
the Communist Party line without devia- 
tion. Such teachers are active in youth or- 
ganizations and are always sympathetic to 
children and young people. But, at the 
same time, they are nibbling away at the 
foundations of the Republic—actually stab- 
bing in the back the freedom which the 
United States affords even them. 





Nor is that all. Communists are rewrit- 





fore the microphone. He grasped it with both 

hands. His feet were planted firmly, wide apart. 
He glared at his audience. “McCarthyism,”. he bel- 
lowed in a fighting tone, “is destroying American de- 
mocracy. Unless we stop him, we’ll have a police state 
in the United States!” 

For 30 minutes he spewed the Communist Party 
line undiluted. “Every tradition of American democ- 
racy, the heritage of Jefferson, Lincoln, and Roosevelt, 
cry out in agony at the tactics of such self-styled pa- 
triots. It is they,’ he spat out in a final burst of almost 
incandescent fury, “who are un-American!” 

That boy may have been your son. School boys and 
girls are being subtlety indoctrinated into the com- 
rades’ way of thinking, speaking, and acting. Some 
of our schools are apparently hotbeds of Communism. 

Kkx-Communist Herbert Romerstein, at the age of 
1914 years, has reported that, to his personal knowl- 
edge, the Young Progressives of America—an alleged 
Communist intiltrated group—had clubs in 10 high 
schools in Brooklyn alone in 1949. 

Each such group has a faculty sponsor—generally 
a Communist—whose prime purpose is to undermine 
students’ loyalty to the American way of life. Such 
teachers are the most dangerous people in the United 
States. 

The Communist teacher menace becomes all the 
more alarming when one considers that the comrades 
worm their way into strategic positions. A Red pro- 
fessor is particularly influential if he instructs classes 
in education because his students will carry his ideas 
into thousands of communities. 

That is Communist technique—to organize the com- 
rades so they can exert an influence far in excess of 
their numbers. Matt Cvetic, ex-undercover agent for 
the FBI, reports an instance in which 20 Stalinists 
controlled a union of more than 2,800 loyal Americans. 

What kind of people are these Kremlinites who 
teach your child? A witness before the Senate In- 
ternal Security subcommittee made it rather clear in 
confessing how he organized the party’s New York 
teachers. 

He set up five layers of triangular units each con- 
taining a political director, an organizational leader, 
and a mass organization specialist. The top layer 
contained three individuals, the next nine, the fol- 
lowing ones 27, 81, and 243. , 

The political director in the top echelon communi- 
cated only with his counterpart in the next lower lay- 
er and that individual did likewise. Each member 
knew only the two comrades of his basic unit, the 
person above him who gave him orders, and the one to 
whom he issued directions. 

Thus the major unit could function effectively al- 
though no one in it would be in a position to identify 
as a Communist, even if he chose, more than five of 
his 363 comrades! 

From this testimony it seems fair to conclude that 
Communists don’t even trust each other! 

Communists are deceitful in the classroom. They 


"Fine HIGH SCHOOL boy stood belligerently be- 


ing textbooks from the Marxist point of 

view. Dr. Ralph West Robey, assistant pro- 
fessor of Banking, Columbia University, with one out- 
and-out Marxist, one “liberal,” and one conservative, 
made a most enlightening survey of high school text- 
books. 

It showed that the success of the United States is 
played down too often and its faults are played up. 
The exact opposite is true in the same books regarding 
Russia. 

“The whole emphasis is placed on the one-third of 
the population who are underfed rather than on the 
two-thirds who are well-fed,” the report notes, 

The textbooks emphasize the small number of large 
corporations rather than the large number of small 
ones in the United States. The authors point out the 
few wealthy people of this country instead of the fact 
that we have the greatest distribution of wealth in the 
world. 

Communists will utilize any means to gain their 
objectives. A Communist group in an Ohio college 
had vainly attempted to take into its ranks a young 
“liberal” who was a Phi Beta Kappa and an officer in 
the Student Council. 

When ideological arguments failed, he was invited 
to a house on the campus where drinks were served 
lavishly. He was told he could bring a girl to the 
house any time he desired, provided he joined the 
group. If he didn’t know any girls without bourgeoise 
ideas of morality, he could be introduced to some. 

Frequently teachers accused of being Communists 
display an odd brand of loyalty to the United States. 
They violently oppose legislation which would require 
them to swear that they are—or are not—Commu- 
nists. Instead, they sponsor numerous organizations 
which the Attorney General has labeled Communist. 

For a specific example, here is the case of Hyman 


Back in 1950 Matt Cvetic (Standing), Who Served Seven 

Years as an FBI Undercover Agent, Turned Over Some 

80 Pounds of Communist Records to the House Un-Ameri- 

can Activities Committee. Seated at Right 1s Congressman 
Francis E. Walter (D.-Pa.). 











Gold, registrar’s assistant of the City College of New 
York, when he appeared before the Jenner Committee. 
He admitted that he had been a teacher, but refused to 
say whether he was, or had been, a Communist on the 
grounds that doing so might tend to incriminate him. 

“If you were not a member of the Communist Party, 
you would not be testifying against yourself to admit 
that,” the late Senator Willis Smith, of North Caro- 
lina, observed. 


“It is a difficult question, sir, to answer,” Mr. Gold 
replied. 

“You know it is not any crime not to be a member 
of the Communist Party?” the Senator pursued. 

“It is not any crime,” Mr. Gold admitted. 

“Then,” reasoned the Senator, “if you said, ‘1 am 
not a member of the Communist Party,’ you would not 
be incriminating yourself, would you?” 

But the Senator might have saved his breath. 

a difficult question to answer,” Mr. Gold replied. 

Sometimes teachers hailed before Congressional 
bodies to answer whether they are, or have been, Com- 
munists become violent as did Russian-born Tima 
Ludins, who had retired from teaching while the New 
York City Board of Education was preparing to ask 
her about her Communist activities. 

“You,” she shouted at Senator Jenner of the Senate 
Internal Security subcommittee, “have assassinated 
my character and blackened my name!” Yet she re- 
fused to say whether she was a Communist. Neither 
would she admit or deny that she had attended secret 
meetings or had ever been a party organizer. 

She attacked a confessed ex-Communist as a “paid 
informer who is running all over the United States 
framing people stool pigeon .. . loathesome, low 
creature ...a Judas!” 

In her best avenging manner she threatened, “For 
every teacher you pillory here, two more will get up 
and fight for academic freedom.” 


“It is 


Ly eo INS of Americans fail to see the facts. They 
*“"~ know that there is no private enterprise in Rus- 
sia, that the government controls the railroads, fac- 
tories, mines, schools. But 


when they see steps in 
that direction in the United States, these propaganda- 
blinded Americans are unaware of the significance of 
these actions. 

Uninformed and misinformed people seem to feel 
that Communism is bounded by geography—that the 
elements which produce Communism in Russia, when 
transferred to the United States, give the American 
way of life. 

Nothing could be more naive or dangerous, The 
principles that make one country Communist, when 
adopted by any other, produce precisely the same re- 
sults. 

If that sounds like an alarmist’s statement, the 
testimony of Colonel Jan Bukar before a Congression- 
al committee is well worth your careful consideration. 
A Czechoslovak who had seen his country taken over 
by the Communists, he attended the Red Army school 
in Moscow and later escaped to the United States. 

“My life,’ he said, “has been a series of hardships, 

wars, and death. First, years of warfare, then years 
at Moscow, and then hardships and sufferings under 
Communism. My best friends were all liquidated. It 
is all gone. Then I came to this country, and what do 
[ see? Everyone is asleep here. They do not recog- 
nize the danger.” 
The remedy is obvious: Inform the public. Give 
every citizen a gauge by which he can measure teach- 
ers, preachers, neighbors, friends, politicians, labor 
leaders, and others in regard to Communism. 
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Tima Ludins, Former New York School Teacher, Shouted 

That Senate Investigators Had “Assassinated My Char- 

acter.” But She Refused to Testify About Her Commu- 
nist Affiliations. 


When our people recognize Communism in all of 
its disguises, we shall be safe. 

That is the job for loyal American teachers—the 
overwhelming majority of the profession—to lead. 
They may conduct seminars dealing with the elemen- 
tary aspects of the subject. 

In their efforts to unmask Communism, they should 
point out specifically wherein the United States is 
tending in that direction. Thus: 

All the world knows that Communism nationalizes 
industry. Writing in the Daily Worker, Eugene Den- 
nis, secretary of the Communist Party in the United 
States, outlined a part of the party’s platform in 
these words: 

. establish the public ownership of the railways 
and mining industry 


gas, electricity, water, tele- 
phone 4 


especially the meat and dairy 
So, if you find one advocating that the Government 
take over industries and go into private enterprises, 
remember Dennis’ words. They are grave and readily 
discernible warnings. 
The astute professor will remind his hearers that 
Russia’s one political party makes elections farcial. 
Since there is but one party, it is immaterial which 
candidate the people support. All are Communists. 
[t follows that any inclination toward the oblitera- 
tion of the American two-party system—two in prin- 
ciple as well as in name—is a victory for Communism. 
Communists are attempting, and with considerable 
success, to do that very thing in the United States. 
Seminar leaders should inform students that, ac- 
cording to Marx, the state is supreme. Man exists 
for it, not it for him. He works where and when di- 
rected, in a trade or profession the state selects for 
him. He is but a cog in the Soviet machine. 
Another elementary concept of Communism is the 
belief that man differs from lower animals only in 
that he provides the material means for his living. 
From this thinking stems the fact that all Commu- 
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HE national committee of the Communist Party 
“Tinas announced that it will defy the new (1954) 

Internal Control Act passed in the recent session 
of Congress, and it issued immediate orders to its sec- 
tions to “fight back” with vigor. 

The American Civil Liberties Union simultaneously 
announced a move to test the constitutionality of the 
new law in court. The Civil Rights Congress and 
other red-fronts, including “emergency” civil rights 
committees, have also jumped into action. 

The Communists who have been defying the McCar- 
ran-Walter Internal Security Law of 1952 have mean- 
time, had a sudden break. The United States Court 
of Appeals in the District of Columbia recently or- 
dered a reargument in the Communist Party’s appeal 
of the Subversive Activities Control Board’s ruling 
under the McCarran-Walter Act. The date for re- 
hearing has been set for October 21. This may finally 
take the whole issue to the Supreme Court, and further 
delay registration of the party and its fronts, 

In another court, Earl Browder, still a Communist, 
but a former secretary of the party, has been ordered 
to stand trial on charges that he falsely testified in 
1949 during the course of the naturalization proceed- 
ings of his Russian-born wife. He stated, under oath, 
that she had never been a member of the Communist 
Party. The trial has been delayed many months be- 
cause of his wife’s (Raissa) plea of illness. She was 
indicted with him, but the cases have been separated 
so that Browder can be tried alone. 


Grand Jury Probes Red Menace 


Budenz, formerly high-up in Communist 
ranks, who broke with the party several years ago, re- 
portedly testified before a Federal Grand Jury in 
Washington recently against Owen Lattimore, whom 
the Department of Justice expects to indict on new 
charges. Lattimore was State Department adviser on 
Far Eastern Affairs during the New Deal. 

In Washington, D. C., charges against Edward 
Lamb, former national committeeman of the Com- 
munist organization, International Labor Defense, 
are being heard by the Federal Communications Com- 
mission. He is currently owner of four radio and 
television stations in Ohio, Pennsylvania and Florida. 
He is also a newspaper publisher. William G, Cum- 
mings, former Communist, at the time of publication, 
was the principal Government witness against Lamb, 
a native of Ohio, who is charged with having had 
subversive affiliations which he denied in applying for 
licenses. Cummings was formerly an FBI under- 
cover agent in the Communist Party. 

A Federal Grand Jury has been suddenly called into 
session in Washington, D. C., to investigate the pos- 
sibility of a renewal of espionage activities in the 
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On Our Side of the World, Communist Led Outbreaks Left 

Porto Allegre A Mass of Wreckage as Violence Swept 
Brazil on Death of President Vargas. 


United States. It is learned that an escaped airman 
from behind the Iron Curtain, who eventually reached 
the United States, was shot at by unknown persons 
in a black sedan on the streets of Chicago. This would 
indicate that the Russian government is not only still 
operating espionage groups, but also has secret police 
agents within our country. Fortunately, the aviator 
was not hit, although the car in which he rode was 
damaged, 

It has leaked out in Washington that the grand 


jury has been called because of the importance of a 


secret meeting held in Camden, N. J... a few weeks 
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On Other Side of World, Moscow Aided Red China Turns 

Cold War Into Shooting War, Attacking Nationalist Chinese 
Island of Quemoy. 








10 TWENTY-TWO STATES JOIN PENNSYLVANIA IN APPEAL 


ago. The grand jury is also unquestionably opening 
the cases of those who composed the membership of 
the four Russian espionage cells which operated in the 
New Deal during World War II. The law enacted 
by the recent Congress arms the Department of Jus- 
tice with a new weapon against the Red intriguers. 
It enables a Federal Judge to exempt from prosecu- 
tion any Communist who will turn State witness. It 
develops that one very high-up Communist Party mem- 
ber has taken advantage of this escape and has gone 
to the aid of the Department. 

It is reported too, that Harold Glazer, former as- 
sistant Treasurer in the New Deal, charged with hav- 
ing been a member of the Perlo (Communist) espio- 
nage cell in the New Deal government during the re- 
cent war, was recently closeted with the grand jury 
for over three hours. There is nothing on record to 
indicate that he has been given immunity under the 
new law. It appears that the grand jury is taking up 
the cases against all living members of the four or 
more Red cells which operated within our Govern- 
ment, Alger Hiss and William Remington are the 
sole members of any of these alleged cells to have 
been prosecuted, and they for perjury, not for the 
part it is charged that they played in the Red espio- 
nage ring. Several of the Government officials who 
were in the Red cells committed suicide, or met death 
under mysterious circumstances, while still others 
have escaped to other countries. However, there are 
a number still on hand, and if the grand jury is intent 
on dealing with them, they are no doubt being care- 
fully watched at this moment. 

Another battle from a legal standpoint is one in 
which the various States are concerned, The Supreme 
Court in its current term, through the National As- 
sociation of Attorney Generals, will receive a brief 
amicus curiae in support of the State of Pennsylvania 
declaring the State’s anti-Red law unconstitutional, 
because the U. 8S. Congress had legislated in the par- 
ticular tield. The State Supreme Court claims this 
supersedes the State law. The State has appealed the 
decision and 22 Attorney Generals have joined in the 
brief in support of the State. Attorney General Louis 
Wyman of New Hampshire was designated to write 
the section of the brief in the Steve Nelson case deal- 
ing with supersession. The great issue of States’ rights 
is involved in the argument and great minds will test 
those of the highest court of our land on this impor- 
tant issue this fall. 


New Department of Justice Drive on Reds 


Indications that the Department of Justice is pre- 
paring the most severe crackdown on subversive activi- 
ties since the Eisenhower Administration took office 
appear in Washington as the Department’s crack sub- 
versive experts appear before a Federal Grand Jury. 

Secrecy surrounds the current activities but court 
records indicate the ace security men are authorized 
to question witnesses before the grand jury. The De- 
partment has declined comment on the present ac- 
tivities. 

There indications however, that the probe 
would include consideration of persons who gather, 
transmit or lose defense information; who turn de- 
fense information over to a foreign government; who 
make pictures of defense installations; who photo- 
graph such installations from the air and who publish 
and sell such photos. 


were 


Another phase of the investigation will, it is 
thought, deal with persons who have made false state- 
ments to the Government in seeking employment or 
before loyalty boards and who have committeed per- 
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Attorney General Brownell Points to Top Communists Al- 

ready Convicted in Republican Drive to Curb Red Move- 
ment in the United States. 


jury before Congressional committees. There were 
reports the probe would also get into activities of per- 
sons inciting disloyalty among our armed forces, 

The Department’s attorneys are listed as Joseph 
Lowther, Joseph Alderman, C. Edward Nicholson, Jr., 
and Lafayette Eric Broome. Lowther successfully 
prosecuted the case of Ben Gold, head of the leftist 
fur-workers union accused of lying when he said in an 
NLRB aflidavit he had no Communist Party atffilia- 
tions. 


Congress Dealt Reds Staggering Blow 


The 83rd Congress, which just ended its second and 
probably final session, set a new record in America’s 
history for legislation dealing with subversives, 

Senator Jenner, Chairman of the Senate Sub-Com- 
mittee on Internal Security, said “So far as I am able 
to determine, no other Congress has made such an 
intensive effort to deal with the Communist conspi- 
racy...” 

Furthermore, he emphasized, this record “certainly 
disposes of the often heard claim that Congressional 
hearings have no legislative purpose.” 

Perhaps the most outstanding piece of legislation is 

(See Tue Enemy Wirntin Ovur Gates, Page 23) 
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These Nine Additional Leading Communists Convicted Re- 

cently in Philadelphia: Benjamin Weiss; Sam Gobeloff; 

Walter Lowenfels; Joseph Kuzma, Standing: Robert 

Klonsky; Sherman Labovitz; Chick Katz; Dave Davis, and 
Tom Nabried. 
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AGAINST—All Subversive Movements Inimical to Amert- 
ean Ideals, Traditions and Institutions. 








FORWARD Mucu To THE biIsMAY of the gloom- 

spreaders, left-wing labor bosses, and 
“liberal” politicans who hope to get into oflice by 
smearing the President and Congress, the 83rd Con- 
gress proved to be the hardest-working and most pro- 
ductive of any in modern times. Contrary to all pass- 
ing doubts and fears, President Eisenhower and Con- 
gress cooperated magnificently in behalf of the na- 
tional welfare. Critics were confident up to the last 
hour that the President’s program would be sabotaged, 
but more than 83 per cent of it was approved—a rec- 
ord not surpassed by any President, This achievement 
is all the more remarkable because of chaotic world 
conditions which harassed both the Executive and 
Congress. 

Many legislators might have counseled caution and 
delay in dealing with domestic forward-looking meas- 
ures, in the hope that foreign war-clouds would disap- 
pear, but the 83rd Congress under Eisenhower leader- 
ship made sure that the United States, at least, should 
go ahead with its objectives of peace, prosperity and 
progress. 

Prophets of gloom and doom worked hard on their 
propaganda for another slump, but as autumn ap- 
proached it was evident that 1954 would stand out 
among the best years of America’s history and was to 
Ameri- 


be the forerunner of still greater prosperity. 
cans found that national self-confidence, courage, and 
faith in their own country could work wonders under 
a President whose sole aim is to promote the country’s 


welfare. Now they face the future with greater con- 
fidence after stepping upward upon the solid platform 
of new progress laid by Congress, 

It is hardly necessary to detail what has been 
achieved—indeed, many details of progress are yet to 
be revealed as the Nation swings into its larger orbit 
—but it is sufficient to point out that in the great 
fields of taxation, security, defense, internal works, 
purification of administraton, extermination of sub- 
versives, cooperation for world peace, and greater op- 
portunities for individual and corporate private enter- 
prise, the achievements of the 83rd Congress are 
unique. 

Millions of citizens will now pay smaller taxes, and 
yet the fiscal condition of the Government is vastly 
better than under the spendthrift regime that ended 
when President Eisenhower entered the White House. 
Millions of citizens will now receive self-respecting 
benefits to which they are entitled. Millions can now 
sleep nights without worry over the betrayal of their 
country by spies and traitors, or tne ruin of their 
country by the blunders and crimes of stupid or pro- 
Communist bureaucrats. Millions of Democrats, lov- 
ing their country above all else, can acknowledge with- 
out embarrassment that the country is now on the 
right track. 

Millions of Republicans who were bewildered by 
doubts of a successful outcome of the first test of the 
Eisenhower Administration can now take pride in 
their party. Millions in both parties may conclude 
that their duty in November is to make sure that the 
common-sense results achieved by the cooperation of 
both parties in Congress in 1954 shall not be spoiled 


by electing crackpots, left-wingers, long-winded fili- 
busterers, and cheap political adventurers. 

Let the voters take stock of local, State and national 
candidates and throw out the unfit, regardless of 
party. It is true that the incoming Congress will usher 
in the great Presidential campaign of 1956, but no 
party or candidate will win by trying to destroy the 
good that has been accomplished in 1953 and 1954. 
As for those “leaders” who pretend to tell “labor” how 
to vote, let them weep for the slump that failed to 
materialize in 1954. “Labor,” whether organized or 
not, has repeatedly shown that it knows how to vote 
for the welfare of the United States. 


- Ff F&F 


For MANY REASONS Red 
IF WAR, 50 BE IT China would like to take 
Formosa. For many other reasons United States offi- 
cials say that our Government intends to keep For- 
mosa from going to the Reds. If Chou En-lai is voic- 
ing the determination of Red China there will be war. 
Like all other wars, the outcome is unpredictable; but 
at the outset some factors indicate what may develop. 
First, the United States bears the responsibility for 
defending Formosa for reasons of its own safety and 
strength. It cannot afford to see Red China integrate 
Communism throughout all Asia, and will prevent that 
aggression whether other powers cooperate or not, and 
whether the United Nations dawdles with the crisis 
or not. 

The reasons for decisive American action, if need be, 
are clear and simple. They involve American safety 
because domination of Asia by Communist powers 
would mean early domination of the Near East and 
Europe and would eventually threaten South America; 
and with the Red powers on the Atlantic and Pacific 
Coasts the United States would find its task danger- 
ously enlarged, both by the downfall of friendly allies 
and shrinkage of the American perimeter of defense. 

We shall oppose entry into the Atlantic by enemy 
naval power, upon and beneath the surface. Defense 
of Formosa affects American war strength and welfare 
in peace, because this country at present needs both 
war and non-strategic materials from Asia. We say 
“needs,” but many strategists would say “must have.” 
At any rate, our deprivation of Asiatic products and 
their seizure by the enemy might add surprising 
weight to the “petrific mace” of war. 

There is good testimony in Congress hearings that 
the Western hemisphere can furnish necessary strate- 
gic materials which can be transported without inter- 
ference by the enemy. We hope this is true; but with 
Asia and Africa lost, the United States would suffer 
lack of materials from the Belgian Congo, for example, 
and possibly a shortage of fissionable material. 

As for Red China’s reasons for wishing to take 
Formosa, the chief objective at present is to destroy 
Chiang Kai-shek’s threat to gnaw into the mainland 
and make contact with the insurgent elements which, 
with American help, might recover all China. Peip- 
ing’s rear is not formidable, and is weakened by public 
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suffering from flood and famine, and by popular antag- 
onism to Red slavery, wholesale murders, and protest 
against the enormous loss of men in Korea. Some 
provinces of China are filled with men who secretly 
hate Communism, and who would fight to regain their 
freedom. Red China’s ultimate plan, of course, is to 
consolidate Communism throughout China and all 
Asia. This cannot be done in the face of American 
defense of Nationalist China. 

Chou En-lai is feeling out America’s temper, and 
our attitude toward Chiang Kai-shek. He will no 
doubt get this information if he attacks Formosa. In 
the meantime the United States hopes that war over 
Formosa will not develop, and that, if hostilities must 
come, American participation will be confined to naval 
and air operations. However, since the course of war 
is unpredictable, and since the United States has evi- 
dently made up its mind that Asia shall not further 
fall prey to Communism, it’s imaginable that ground 
forces might be sent to defend Formosa, or even to 
cooperate with Nationalist-insurgent armies in south- 
ern China. 

Naturally, there is speculation as to the use of the 
hydrogen bomb to destroy Red Chinese opposition— 
but this remains speculation of the most hazy kind, 
awaiting the judgment of futurity. 

All that is certain now is that authorities have 
stated that the United States will not permit Red 
China to absorb Formosa. 

If America must draw the sword, so be it; and this 
time let the blade be driven into the hilt! 


oe ¢ ¢ 


EVERY TRULY LIBERTY LOVING Ameri- 
can is elated over the overwhelming 
defeat of the Soviet bloc in the 
United Nations received late in Sep- 


RED CHINA 


IN THE UN 


tember in its attempt to unseat Nationalist China and 
to seat the cutthroat Red government of China. The 


vote when totalled was 48 to 11. This of course settles 
the threat only for 1954, and since the Reds are per- 
sistent cusses, it will naturally bob up again in the 
coming year. 

We in this corner take a dim view of the UN at best. 
Sut if there is any justification for the continued ex- 
istence of this Tower of Babel in our midst, it is as 
an organization of “peace-loving” and “law-abiding” 
states banded together for mutual protection against 
agressor nations, but how is such to exist with coun- 
tries such as above placing trade above principles, and 
by what stretch of the imagination can Red China 
possibly qualify for membership? 

Chou En-lai’s government like the Russian Red gov- 
ernment, is guilty of violating every law in the inter- 
national code. China has engaged in armed aggression. 
It has murdered and tortured thousands of prisoners. 
[It has arrested and imprisoned, and in many cases 
liquidated, innocent civilians of many nationalities. 
It has openly confiscated countless foreign enterprises. 
Like its creator, Russia, it has confined millions of 
natives to slave labor camps. It is prepost?rous even 
to consider admitting such a regime as it is inconceiv- 
able to continue sitting in the company of Red Russia 
in a “peace organization,” the UN. 

By seating Red China we would be formally recogniz- 
ing an outlaw government, an error the New Deal 
made in the recognition of Russia in 1933. By seating 
Red China we would be conceding that crime does pay. 
By seating Red China we would be giving the avowed 
enemies of peace another vote, and another veto. By 
seating Red China we would be handing out extra- 
territorial privileges to another Communist delega- 
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tion. By seating Red China we would be providing 
this criminal regime with another cold war propa- 
ganda victory. By seating Red China we would be 
consigning millions of Chinese to life-long chains. By 
seating Red China we would be surrendering all Asia 
to the Communist hordes and probably sounding the 
death-knell of Western civilization. By seating Red 
China we would be betraying thousands of American 
boys who today lie in lonely Korean graves. By seat- 
ing Red China we would be adding another vote in 
the UN assembly for the Russian Communist bloc, pav- 
ing the way for the admission of other Red puppet 
governments. 


If the European governments within the UN insist 
upon that, the United States has no alternative but to 
drop out of the UN, reorganize our entire foreign 
policy, make agreements with individual countries that 
will work with us separately, throw our support to 
those governments, and withdraw all consideration 
of those which choose Russia and China, neither of 
whose economy is going to help feed, clothe or house 
any people cutside the Red Curtain for some years to 
come, 


oo > 
AT. SCENT CO TAarence f 
HERMIT SCIENTISTS sathelegiets in. Washing. 


ton, Dr. John R. Schenken sharply criticized the tend- 
ency of many scientists to ignore their civic duty and 
to regard as “politics” the performance of their obliga- 
tion to participate in public affairs, even to the extent 
of voting. He described Dr. Oppenheimer’s case as a 
“modern tragedy,” and accused him of “scientific pro- 
vincialism” and of taking a subconscious vow of “po- 
litical celibacy.” 

“In order that we may continue as a free society,” 
said Dr. Schenken, “every person must know and 
follow the basic principles of responsible individual- 
ism.” 

Those scientists who affect to despise public affairs 
as “politics” made a sad mistake, which discredits 
their implied boast that they are not as other men. 
If they are Americans they owe a debt to their country 
which can be repaid only by doing their duty as citi- 
zens, to help in governing the United States, their 
States, and their communities, They cannot honor- 
ably shirk this duty by insisting that “science” is uni- 
versal and that, in pursuing their researches, they are 
bound to exchange truths with other scientists, wheth- 
er Communists or not. 

There is a certain fundamental truth which every 
American scientist should take to heart. It is this: 
“All men are born equal, and are endowed by their 
Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which 
are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.” 

The world’s enemy has given notice that Americans 
will be deprived of these rights. Any American scien- 
tist who shares with aliens any atomic or other 
“truths” of vital importance to national defense is a 
traitor. 


oo ¢ } 


The editorials in this edition were written by Ira 
E. Bennett who is no stranger to the readers of the 
NaTIONAL Repusuic, having contributed feature ar- 
ticles for many years. With this edition Mr. Bennett 
assumes the post of Managing Editor, made vacant in 
August by the unexpected death of Herbert G. Moore 
of whom Mr, Bennett was a close friend. 




















PEACE AND SECURITY, LTD. 


By R. L. MERRILL 


is exercised through the applica- 
tions of the principles of psychology. 

In considering whether these 
positions are valid, we assume that 
the 36 years of experience that we 
have had with this and other dic- 
tatorships has been sufficient to af- 
ford us complete familiarity with 
their aims, methods, history and 
characteristics, If we are not now 








HOSE who live in the darkness of the world 
"T shadows are not concerned first with peace and 

security, but with life and freedom. We who live 
only in the fringe do not like to think that the issue 
of life and freedom will of necessity be dealt with 
first. 

The enemies of freedom have added to their arsenal 
several hundred million people, without direct war. 
There are open to us effective and legitimate methods 
of offense. If there is a chance of avoiding widespread 
war, or subjugation without war, it consists in facing 
the fact, known to everyone, as to where the source of 
danger lies. 

In 1947, those who held these views sensed the mean- 
ing of the march of events and their indicated result. 
They pointed out the essentials as best they could. In 
that year the path of the future was clearly mapped 
and forecast. The happenings of the succeeding years 
have followed that path and confirmed that forecast 
beyond the point where it can be hoped that adequate 
alertness and intelligence can supersede inertia and 
incompetence. 

When the dictators take over, we shall have recog- 
nized the master-stroke which underlies their success 
in conquest. The master-stroke brought it about that 
for years and decades the free nations misdirected 
their efforts and their billions in tragic and futile 
waste against something which we called Communism 
(by direction of the Russian Dictatorship and not in 
accord with our own dictionaries) and which we 
thought of as a way of life, a philosophy, a Russian 
substitute for religion, a something which peoples 
could accept or reject as a form of government or 
social organization. 

Too late we found that what the Russian Dictator- 
ship labeled “Communism” was their method of acquir- 
ing power and annihilating oppositon, its purpose to 
destroy by violence God, Man and all of his govern- 
ments; that “Communism” was the invention of the 
Men in the Kremlin, under their sole direction and 
control whether it flourished in Russia, China, the 
United States, Guatemala, or elsewhere; that its real 
name was Dictatorship; that it existed only at the 
behest of the Dictatorship, and could be eliminated 
only by eliminating the dictators themselves; that what 
peoples were accepting or rejecting was the regime of 
the Russian Dictatorship and its promises. 

We have believed, or acted as if we believed: 

That the Russian .ictatorship 
is a bona fide government 
can be dealt with as such 
can live peacefully with free nations 
can be overthrown by internal revolution 
That world conquest by the methods of Dictator- 
ship 
can be prevented by education and propaganda, 
by economic assistance, by military might. 

We have acted as if we were ignorant of the psychol- 
ogy of fear, of freedom, of human motives, of the power 
of suggestion, of brain-washing, and of the power that 


informed and aware, definitely, posi- 

tively, and with finality, of such 
things as universal human desires and aims, the nature 
and danger of the Russian Dictatorship, and whether 
it can co-exist peacefully with us, it can be of little 
use to rely upon our intelligence, 

The Russian Dictatorship is not a bona fide govern- 
ment. It continues to exist only through tyranny, 
terrorism and murder. About 3 per cent of Russians 
are members of the Communist Party. About one-half 
of 1 per cent of the population of the world is in- 
cluded in the membership of the Red Party. By con- 
trol of this small fraction, the Dictatorship dominates 
about 800 million people. If further evidence is re- 
quired to show that this Dictatorship is a private, 
criminal conspiracy, maintained without legitimate 
authority, consider that wherever there are Commu- 
nists, their methods of infiltration, slavery, torture, 
brain-washing, blackmail, robbery, sabotage and sad- 
ism are identical. Obviously no people and no bona fide 
government could originate or willingly support or 
submit to such practices. 

“You Can’t Do Business With Hitler,” is the title 
of the book by Douglas Miller, published back in 1941. 
In it he wrote: “If we are either unwilling or unable 
to fight with all our power to destroy Hitlerism utter- 
ly, we had better begin to prepare for the future by 
learning the German language, practicing the goose 
step and the ‘Heil Hilter’ greeting.” No truer words 
can also be said of the Russian Dictatorship. When 
you deal with those bent upon your destruction, you 
place yourself in their power. The people of this 
country, at least, have the right to expect of their 
leaders that they will follow this first principle of 
action which has been axiomatic from time immemo- 
rial and has repeatedly been demonstrated as true in 
the recent past. You cannot deal with any dictator- 
ship. 

This Dictatorship cannot live peacefully with free 
nations because by nature it is anti-Democracy, irre- 
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The World Map That Guides Reds World Conquest, Hangs 

in Offices of Commissar of Foreiggn Affairs, (Kremlin) 
Moscow. 
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vocably opposed to the religion, the morality, the life 
and freedom of its enemies. The Russian Dictatorship 
cannot change its aims and renounce its nature. 

Dictatorship of the new modern kind cannot be over- 
thrown by internal revolution without major outside 
aid. Its subjects are slaves, body and mind. Its self- 
protective measures have been perfected so that, by 
espionage and murder, counter-leadership is liqui- 
dated when even the thought of defection is enter- 
tained. As time passes its subjects are robbed of the 
power of independent thought and livelihood and be- 
come fanatics with the same aims as their masters. 
The modern dictatorship is corporate and self-perpetu- 
ating. As we have seen, death and dissension do not 
prevent the passing on of its despotic power. 


‘UCCESS in conquest has not been substantially 

hindered by the methods that the free nations have 
used. Dictatorship in this century conquers through 
small minorities by political means and by the appli- 
cation of the principles of psychology. Glowing prom- 
ises by those possessing power, and the pressure ap- 
plied through knowledge of psychological principles, 
will continue to be effective as long as they are em- 
ployed. There is no known method of opposing them 
effectively, except by eliminating those criminals who 
make use of them, The Dictatorship need not be strong 
in a military way in order to continue its conquests. 
Given the time that it hopes for, and which we seem 
disposed to give, the Dictatorship will realize its aims. 

Our own Government, treating in a half-hearted 
way what should be one of our foremost activities, is 
piling up mountains of enmity among the slaves of the 
Dictatorship, raising hopes and making promises 
whose fulfillment (we officially hope and announce) 
will be deferred indefinitely. 

We exercise little imagination about the opportuni- 
ties for destruction that we offer to our enemies on 
the platter of a 25 or 50-year respite. We do not know 
how many buildings and forests they have burned, how 
many trains and planes they have wrecked. We do 
not take into account that brain-washing goes on 
against all those behind the iron curtain, year in and 
year out—not the spectacular kind which shows up in 
public trials and confessions, but the daily diet of lies 
and misinformation, and the universal withholding of 
news and truth from the masses. In 15 years our 
resources will have been enormously depleted by sabo- 
tage and little wars; in 25 years there will be untold 
millions sincerely and sacrificially dedicated to the 
purpose of destroying all opposition to the Men in the 
Kremlin. 
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"T‘O SAY that we have struggled against Commun- 

ism, and not against the real enemies, is to point 
out the greatest failure of all—the failure to lead the 
people toward the attainment of their highest aspira- 
tions. 

For 30 years we have known of the unending agony 
of millions starving and tortured in slave camps, the 
ruthless suppressions of freedom, the nameless crimes 
instigated by the Russian dictators, the frequent im- 
prisonment and torture of our own citizens, the steady 
march of conquest engulfing the world. 

There have been many suggestions from our leaders 
that our real enemies are the Men in the Kremlin— 
and many prompt and vigorous condemnations of those 
who have dared to hint that we should overcome our 
enemies. Never before has a people, self-assertedly in 
such dire peril, refused to direct its efforts toward the 
known source of the power which would enslave it. 
Scarcely may we doubt that history will record this 
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phenomenon as the strangest and most 
blackout of all time. 

Peace and Security is the slogan of a people intent 
upon prosperity, the wonders of a fast-moving world, 
and “fun;” (Satire by Sir Winston), too intent upon 
these things to attend to the growth of the spirit of 
freedom. 

When growth stops, aging, deterioration, begins. 
So we strive for an unworthy peace and an infirm 
security, too fearful to oppose the swift-moving pro- 
cess by which we shall forfeit freedom and life. 

In the East there are more people than in the West. 
The spirit of freedom is awakening in them. We had 
the opportunity to foster it by leading them in a cru- 
sade against the power that will stifle that spirit. In- 
stead we have been handing them over to the criminals 
in the Kremlin. 


mysterious 
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(Continued from Page 4) 


tions. Our people are easygoing and trusting. They 
instinctively desire peace and good will among na- 
tions. Prompted by these natural and worthy char- 
acteristics, our people accepted membership in the 
United Nations. The hope was that this undertaking 
would promote peace and understanding among na- 
tions. To our dismay, however, we have found our- 
selves and the world in armed conflict since the United 
Nations came into being. Our national] leaders, intent 
upon making the organization work, have conceived 
it to be the responsibility and duty of the American 
people to pour our resources into every nook and 
cranny of the whole wide world. The burdens thus 
imposed upon the productivity of our people has now 
reached a point where incentive for private initiative 
has been dampened. Not only are we unable to 
carry these burdens out of our current production, 
but we are mortgaging our future through deficit fi- 
nancing by the Federal Government. The inevitable 
result is a devastating spiral of ever-increasing prices. 
Thus, the purchasing power of our dollar has shrunk 
more than half within ten brief years, 

Perhaps we might be able to bear these crushing 
burdens if in the process we were able to preserve the 
Constitutional Republic as inherited from our fore- 
fathers. However, the instrument designed for the 
preservation of world peace has been and is being used 

(See ConstituTionaL Repus.ic, Page 31) 











POLITICAL CHAMELEONS 
PLY FOR AMERICAN VOTES 


By WALTER S. STEELE 


anti-Communists, the difference be- 
tween them needs definition. 

Norman Thomas, many _ times 
nominated candidate for President 
on the Socialist Party ticket, and 
Harry W. Laidler, director of the 
League for Industrial Democracy, 
have said: 


“It is generally agreed that 
in Marxian Socialism, historic- 





ally considered, there are cer- 





HE “New Party” is here—undercover, It op- 
"| erates by a variety of aliases and on several dif- 

ferent levels, in the economic, educational and 
cultural, as well as political fields. It puts up its own 
candidates for office—albeit under the label of one or 
the other of the old parties—and gets out the vote. 
Its apparently independent organizations, committees 
or leagues have one or more program planks in com- 
mon, interlocking directorates and, in many cases, 
the same financial angels. They double-talk constitu- 
tional rights, civil liberties and patriotism while work- 
ing for the ultimate goal: the replacement of the free 
enterprise system with Marxian Socialism, 

The Americans for Democratic Action (ADA), the 
National Committee for an _ Effective Congress 
(NCEC), the Congress of Industrial Organizations 
(CIO), the ClO-Political Action Committee (PAC), 
the National Issues Committee (NIC), the National 
Farmers Union (NFU), the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), the 
League for Industrial Democracy (LID), the Ameri- 
ean Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) and the United 
World Federalists (UWF) are among the instru- 
mentalities of what we will call Party “X”. 

The ADA, the National Committee for an Effective 
Congress and the CIO-PAC, as political organizations, 
file quarterly financial reports under the Corrupt 
Practices Act. All three support so-called “liberal” 
and leftist candidates for Congress. The ADA and 
the CIO-PAC engage in extensive propaganda and 
political organization work. They promote and sup- 
port specific legislation as well, while the NCEC con- 
centrates principally in the field of financial assistance 
to the campaigns of so-called “liberal” politicians, 
preparation of statistics and speeches. 

The CIO Washington office is registered as a lobby, 
while the Americans for Democratic Action, the Na- 
tional Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People, the National Farmers Union, and the Ameri- 
can Civil Liberties Union have registered lobbyists in 
Washington. The League for Industrial Democracy, 
however, although it has served as the training ground 
for many of the most prominent of the participants in 
the other groups and has done and still does the im- 
portant spade work in the development of ideas which 
later become laws, registers neither as a political or- 
ganization nor as a lobby. It enjoys instead tax ex- 
emption as a non-profit educational institution, as does 
the United World Federalists. 

Party “X” members—the vast majority—may be en- 
tirely unaware of the sinister import of the cause they 
espouse, but that certain members of its high command 
are dedicated Marxists can be established from their 
own statements beyond a doubt. They of course loud- 
ly proclaim themselves to be anti-Communist, but since 
it appears they are working towards similar ends, 
frequently defend Communists and their organizations 
in the name of civil liberty and are conspicuous anti- 


tain basic doctrines, These are 

usually described as the ma- 
terialistic conception of history- or the economic 
interpretation, as many term it; the doctrine of 
class conflict and the labor theory of value or 
surplus value ... It is not, however, directly on 
these doctrines, but on questions of tactics that 
Socialists and Communists have split.” (The 
Socialism of Our Times, a symposium edited by 
Harry W. Laidler and Norman Thomas, The Van- 
guard Press, New York, 1929; p. XIV) 


The Communists, of course, while contending that 
the coming of Socialism is inevitable, haye long ad- 
vocated the use of violence if necessary, as a means 
to the end. The Socialists, Party “X’ers” and assorted 
fellow-travelers, on the other hand, have more or less 
eschewed the use of violence and devoted themselves 
instead to the Fabian, gradual, peaceful overthrow 
of the free enterprise system by educational, political 
and legislative processes. 

Unlike the Socialists, the Party “X’ers” have been 
and are political chameleons. They may be titularly 
either Republicans or Democrats. Their strategy is 
to divide and rule the two old parties by peddling 
so-called “liberalism” to the people for their votes. 
When it is pointed out that what is called “liberalism” 
is really Socialism, they usually reply with the stock 
indignant retort: “Do you call TVA, or Social Se- 
curity or full employment Socialism?” This reminds 
me of the story of the worker at the Nazi baby carriage 
factory who, when the first addition to his family 
was expected, began taking home parts, one by one. 
After managing to smuggle out a full set of parts he 
assembled them, only to find he had not a baby car- 
riage, but a machine gun. 

No matter how innocuous each piece of legislation 
supported by the Party “X’ers” appears, they eventu- 
ally add up to government ownership of the means of 
production and the channels of distribution—i. e., 
Socialism. 








STATEMENTS THAT TELL 


“T am a Socialist’—Paul H. Douglas, 
(World Tomorrow, Dec, 1929, page 509) 


“Communism Is the Goal’’—Roger N. Baldwin 
(Harvard Class Book, 1937, page 7) 


“To the very extent we are liberals or Socialists, 
we have already differentiated ourselves from the 
mass of workers .. .’”-—H. S. Rauschenbush. 

(The Socialism Of Our Times, page 84) 


“It is not, however, directly on these doctrines, 
but on the questions of tactics that Socialists and 
Communists have split.”"——-Norman Thomas. 


(The Socialism Of Our Times, page 14) 
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Roger Baldwin, founder of the American Civil Lib- 
erties Union minced no words when he wrote to Louis 
Lockner, August 1917: “Do steer away from making 
it look like a Socialist enterprise. Too many people 
have already gotten the idea that it is nine-tenths a 
Socialist movement . . . We want also to look like 
patriots in everything we do. We want to get a good 
lot of flags, talk a good deal about the Constitution 
and what our forefathers wanted to make of this 
country.” 

Later, in Harvard Class of 1905—Thirty Years After, 
1935, Baldwin in a review of his ACLU activities 
frankly stated: “Communism is the goal.” 


SOCIALISTS Norman Thomas and Harry W. Laid- 
A j 

ler, heads of the League for Industrial Democracy 
have made no bones about what they understand as 
“industrial democracy”—the nationalization of our 
national resources and public ownership of our basic 
industries, i. e., Socialism. And the CIO in its early 
publications explained that it was organized to obtain 
a higher standard of living and “industrial democ- 
racy.” 

ADA’er David Dubinsky, president of the Interna- 
tional Ladies Garment Workers Union, called in 1946 
for the formation of an Independent National Labor 
Party, similar to the British Labor Party, because “we 
cannot satisfy ourselves with the party which includes 
the southern Democratic reactionaries or with the Re- 
publican industrialists.” 

ADA’er David C. Williams one time head of the 
ADA office in England, in his book, The Intelligent 
Nocialist’s Guide to America, points out that the 
“ADA operates very much as the early Fabian 
Society did, seeking to permeate the existing parties 
with new ideals and personalities.” 

The Guide to Politics 1954, edited by Quincy Howe 
and Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., prepared under the 
auspices of Americans for Democratic Action, mak- 
ing its appearence on September 12th, provides a key, 
not only to the ADA, but to the entire complex Party 
“X”, The Mayor of Pittsburgh, Joseph S. Clark, Jr., 
of the ADA, in the introduction declares: “In the 
Senate a band of courageous and experienced fighters, 
dedicated to the liberal cause and willing to vote their 
convictions, exercise an influence for good out of all 
proportion to their numbers.” 

The Guide gives a one hundred per cent perfect vot- 
ing score, according to ADA pattern, to Senators 
Douglas (D.-Ill.), Kennedy (D.-Mass.), Humphrey 
(D.-Minn.), Hennings (D.-Miss.), Murray (D.-Mont), 
Lehman (D.-N. Y.), Morse (D.-Ore.), Green and 
Pastore (D.-R. I.) and Jackson (D.-Wash.). Of these, 
Senators Douglas, Humphrey, Lehman and Morse 
rated one hundred per cent right with the CIO in 
1952 (the last ClO voting score published to date). 
Senators Douglas, Humphrey, Hennings, Murray, Leh- 
man and Morse were supported for election by the Na- 
tional Committee for an Effective Congress. D.mo- 
cratic Senators Hill of Alabama, Symington of Mis- 
souri, Mansfield of Montana, Chavez of New Mexico, 
Monroney of Oklahoma, Kefauver of Tennessee, Mag- 
nuson of Washington and Kilgore and Neely of West 
Virginia received near perfect ADA scores. 

[t is worthy of note that among the Republicans, 
from the ADA point of view, Aiken of Vermont heads 
the list with a nine to three correct voting score: 
Langer of North Dakota has seven to two, with three 
absences; Smith of New Jersey and Cooper of Ken- 


tucky are fifty-fifty correct. This record indicates what 


ADA considers “courageous and experienced fighters” 
for the so-called “liberal cause.” 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 





FROM ADA TO LID TO NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE OF DEMOCRAT PARTY 


An example of the interlocking of these “‘Non- 
partisan,” ‘‘Non-Political’’—‘‘Educational’’ groups, 
is shown by the selection of one of the numerous 
tie-ups. 

Monroe Sweetland, who obtained his start in the 
political field with the Student Socialist League, 
later graduating to the League for Industrial De- 
mocracy, now the leader in the Americans for Dem- 
oocratic Action in Oregon, is also a member of the 
National Committee of the Democrat Party, and the 
big power in politics in the State. 

Sweetlands wife’s twin sister and her husband, 
John and Violet Gunther, are the two registered 
lobbyists for ADA in Washington, D. C. Senator 
Morse of Oregon, elected as a Republican, turned 
Independent, now Democrat, is affiliated with the 
ADA and the National Committee for an Effective 
Congress. This year’s Democrat candidate for Sen- 
ate, is Richard Neuberger, also a Sweetland man. 





Obviously, a Senator or Representative need not 
vote one hundred per cent according to the Party 
“X” line to serve the Party purpose, tor often he can 
play a sensational role. Senator Flanders, for in- 
stance, in his censure move against Senator McCarthy 
received solid support from the National Committee 
for an Effective Congress; Flanders, Douglas, (D.- 
[ll.), Hill (D.-Ala.), Fulbright (D.-Ark.), Cooper (R.- 
Ken.), Humphrey (D.-Minn.), Hennings (D.-Miss.), 
Chavez (D.-N. M.), Lehman (D.-N. Y.), Monroney 
(D.-Okla.), Duff (R.-Pa.) and Magnuson (D.-Wash.) 
voted against the Knowland (R.-Cal.) amendment to 
refer the censure resolution to a select committee, thus 
attempting to bring the Flanders’ resolution to the 
Floor. Civil liberty, in this case, the “liberals” tramp- 
led under their feet. 


N THE Guide to Politics 1954 Mrs. Roosevelt, Sena- 
tors Lehman, Humphrey, Murray and Morse, Chester 
Bowles, Leon H, Keyserling and Robert R. Nathan are 
among those taking leftist pot-shots at the Eisenhower 
Administration. Louis H. Bean tells how to forecast 
the coming election, and Gus Tyler lends his remarks 
on how the independent voter can take part in Ameri- 
can politics to capture his active support for ADA. 
All Party “X” organizations stump for what they 
call “civil liberties’—freedom of speech, of religion 
and of assembly for every color, race and creed. Care- 
ful analysis shows, however, that they fight for “civil 
license” for the left-wingers, ignore the civil liberty 
of the so-called right-wingers, wage psychological war- 
fare against the anti-Socialists and employ character 
assassins to deal with the militantly anti-Communists. 
Mrs. Roosevelt, for example, said: 

“There certainly were efforts at Communist 
espionage in this country during the war, and cer- 
tain Americans allowed themselves to be con- 
vinced that Communism was more important than 
loyalty to their own country. 

“Yet, I disapprove very much of the way in 
which these legislative committees work. Smear- 
ing good people like Laughlin Currie, Alger Hiss 
and others is, I think, unforgivable . Anyone 
knowing either Mr. Currie or Mr. Hiss, who are 
two people whom I happen to know fairly well, 

(See PouiticaL CHAMELEONS, Page 30) 











THE BRICKER AMENDMENT 
WILL BE REVIVED 


By IRA E. BENNETT 


Former Editor, The Washington Post 


and punishment by foreign courts in 
criminal cases instead of being dealt 
with by American military authority. 

Another alleged misuse of executive 
power was the secret agreement be- 
tween President Roosevelt and Prime 
Minister Churchill at Quebee in 1943, 
containing this language in regard to 
the use of atomic bombs: 

“It is agreed between us, first, that 
we shall never use this agency against 
each other; secondly, that we shall not 
use it against third parties without 
each other’s consent.” 

Apparently President Truman ob- 








T THE raising of the flag over the Senate in 
A January the campaign will be renewed for adop- 

tion of a resolution proposing constitutional 
control of treaty-making. The issue will not down. 
Large majorities in the Senate and House favor some 
specific regulation of the treaty-making power and 
of the executive power to make international agree- 
ments. Public opinion undoubtedly supports the idea 
that the Constitution should be so amended as to de- 
fine these powers. 

The Constitution provides that it and the laws of 
the United States, which shall be made in pursuance 
thereof, shall be the supreme law of the land; but it 
does not provide that treaties “made in pursuance” of 
the Constitution shall be supreme law. It says that 
“all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the 
authority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land.” 

This failure to provide that treaties must be made 
in pursuance of the Constitution has been seized upon 
by some jurists as an admission that the United States 
has “inherent power” of sovereignty in foreign rela- 
tions external to the Constitution. In one case the 
Supreme Court held that the President possessed this 
power of sovereignty. In other cases the court held 
that certain executive international agreements were 
supreme law. Yet when President Truman claimed 
that he possessed “inherent power” to seize steel mills, 
the court reiterated its numerous decisions that neith- 
er the President nor possesses “inherent 
powers.” The court has usually held to the opinion 
expressed by Justice Story many years ago that “the 
Government can claim no powers which are not 
granted by the Constitution; and the powers actually 
granted must be such as are expressly given, or given 
by necessary implication.” 

In old times, before the Government had become so 
involved in foreign entanglements, the courts disposed 
of questions relating to treaties by the generalized 
statement that “no treaty can do what the Constitu- 
tion forbids.” Thus, they avoided rulings upon the 
constitutionality of treaties—and no treaty has yet 
been held unconstitutional. 

As to the making of international agreements hav- 
ing the force of law, nice questions come up as to the 
of the executive power. Many thousands of 
these agreements have been made, ranging in impor- 
tance from the Roosevelt betrayal of China at Yalta 
and the Truman consent at Potsdam to the partition 
of Germany down to the disposal of war equipment. 
Some of these agreements are unquestionably within 
the scope of executive authority exclusively; some are 
in reality treaties which were withheld from the Sen- 
ate, and yet are effective as supreme law. 

Public opinion has been exasperated by the treaty 
which subjects American service men abroad to trial 


Congress 
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tained the consent of Great Britain 
before he ordered the bombing of Hiro- 
shima and Nagasaki, 

The Atomic Energy Act of 1946 cancelled this secret 
agreement and the Atomic Act of 1954 cancels all 
international agreements made before its enactment. 

The dispute over Senator McCarthy’s alleged in- 
vasion of the executive power illustrates the uncertain 
boundaries of that power. The courts are loath to 
define those boundaries. Congress shies away from 
the task of exploring them. But it is now almost 
universally conceded that executive power has been 
exercised unconstitutionally, beyond all imaginable 
“implied power,” and that some constitutional regula- 
tion of the use of executive power must be enacted. 

Lawyers in and out of the Senate have struggled 
with this problem for months and have not yet agreed 
upon the wording of an amendment. The Senate 
obviously favors an amendment of some kind, as 
shown by the vote of two-thirds minus one in favor 
of a compromise version of the Bricker Amendment. 
Now Senator Bricker proposes a new version and gives 
notice that “the fight has just begun.” The gladiators 





| 
Senator John W. Bricker Has Intimated That He Has Just 
Begun to Fight. 
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are those who insist upon regulation of the executive- 
agreement power and those who fear that the Presi- 
dent’s constitutional authority will be clipped by Con- 
gress under any amendment thus far proposed. 

The problem, of course, is to find a formula that 
will not change the powers of Congress or the Execu- 
tive, but which will nevertheless define them in such 
manner as to make it impossible for either a Senate 
or a President to violate the Constitution in making 
treaties or executive agreements in the future. 


‘ENATOR BRICKER now proposes that the Con- 
stitution shall be amended as follows: 
Sec. m 


4 


A provision of a treaty or other inter- 
national agreement which conflicts with this Con- 
stitution, or which is not made in pursuance 
thereof, shall not be the supreme law of the land 
nor be of any force or effect. 

“Sec, 2. A treaty or other international agree- 
ment shall become effective as internal law of the 
United States only through legislation valid in 
the absence of international agreement, 

“Sec. 3. On the question of advising and con- 
senting to the ratification of a treaty, the vote 
shall be determined by yeas and nays, and the 
names of the persons voting for and against shall 
be entered on the journal of the Senate.” 


, 


As to section 2, requiring legislation to validate in- 
ternational agreements as internal law, this was fa- 
vored by 60 Senators to 31 against, one vote less than 
two-thirds. Senator Bricker says that several Senators 
opposed this section “because it did not prevent the 
Congress from enacting legislation implementing an 
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international agreement that would be constitutional 
in the absence of such agreement.” 

Here appears the ghost of that Supreme Court rul- 
ing that Congress, in “implementing” a treaty, ac- 
quires legislative power that it does not otherwise 
possess. It is an idiotic ruling, which in essence holds 
that the Government can violate the Constitution by 
conniving at the making of laws to enforce invalid 
treaties or executive agreements. The section, in 
effect, proposes that Congress shall not have or ac- 
quire power to validate unconstitutional agreements. 

Section 3 provides for a record vote on treaties. 
Not long ago an important treaty was “ratified” by 
the Senate when only two or three members were 
presents. The action was perfunctory, inasmuch as 
the treaty had been favorably reported and there was 
no objection to it. However, it is deemed best to 
compel the Senate to go on record in dealing with a 
resolution disposing of a treaty. 


HE present administration is said to have little or 

no objection to the first section of the new resolu- 
tion, but it is not exactly satisfied with section 2. Per- 
haps more than one-third of the Senators are not sat- 
isfied, either. It needs more study and better word- 
ing. The fear that Congress might seek to supervise 
the Executive in the making of international agree- 
ments ought not to interfere with a reasonable pro- 
vision that would prevent such shocking misuse of 
executive authority as the agreements which bound 
the United States to agree to the amputation of China 
and Germany, and which gave to Britain the power to 
veto American use of atomic bombs in war. 





CRUSADE FOR FREEDOM 


(Continued from Page 8) 


nists are atheists. 
created man. 


They scorn the idea that God 


The Communist’s attitude toward the American 
Flag is another key to his identification. Comrade 
William Z. Foster, in testifying before a Congressional 
committee, declared: 

“IT stated very clearly that the Red flag is the flag 
of all the revolutionary class, and all capitalist flags 
are flags of the capitalist class, and we owe no allegi- 
ance to them.” 

It is important that seminar lecturers make it clear 
that Communist governments control all publications. 
The officials decide what news the people shall have, 
how it shall be presented, and what shall be concealed. 
That leads only to preconceived conclusions—thought 
control. . 

Knowing this, when you find a periodical slanting 
its news, retaining part of the facts and glossing over 
others, glorifying men and women of the so-called 
“liberal” point of view, damning their opponents as 
reactionaries, you will give it a wide berth. It is em- 
ploying Communism’s tried-and-effective tactics. Such 
a publication very well may be controlled by the party. 

There is no excuse for anything but the full truth 
in the American press. Here one may openly criticize 
the Government or anyone—including the highest of- 
ficial—in it. He may write his thoughts and publish 
them. That is no crime. “Congress shall make no 
law,” the first amendment to the Constitution reads, 

. abridging the freedom of speech or press. . .” 
gut behind the grim Iron Curtain it is a different 


story. “We have no freedom of the press for the 
bourgeoise,” Stalin once declared. ‘We have no free- 
dom of the press for the Mensheviks, the Social revolu- 
tionaries But what is there surprising in that? 
We have never pledged ourselves to grant freedom of 
the press to all classes, to make all classes happy.. .” 

The foregoing are but a few of the thousands of 
facets of Communism, To them should be added the 
fact that the American and Russian ways of life are 
diametrically opposed. Therefore, what weakens one 
of them automatically strengthens the other. Any- 
thing that tends to break down the American way of 
life makes ultimate victory for the Kremlinites easier 
and surer. 

There is a great army of teachers in the United 
States. They can become a tremendous force for the 
re-Americanization of this land. They can form a 
crusade for freedom that will defeat the Kremlin’s 
“Trojan Horse” conspiracy by exposing traitors wheth- 
er they are in the ctassroom, behind the pulpit, in 
labor unions, or elsewhere. They can make it possible 
for our children to remain free. 





THE REAL STRUGGLE OF THIS AGE 


Is the ideological war between the forces of 
COMMUNISM and RELIGION 


To learn the facts about this obtain a copy of 
THE TEN COMMANDMENTS vs. THE COMMU- 
NIST CREED—By Walter S. Steele. 

Reprint copies available for 25 cents per copy, 
National Republic, 511 11th St., N. W., Washing- 
ton, D. C. 














AAUW -- SERVES AS VEHICLE 
FOR LEFTIST PROPAGANDISTS 


By DR. FELIX WITTMER 


shaped AAUW policies from 
their entrenched top-level posi- 
tions. These policies are a 
matter of record because they 
are expressed in the AAUW 
Journal, and in pamphlets 
which various committee secre- 
taries and specifically appoint- 
ed members, at various times, 
released for the benefit of 
AAUW members. 

Even before the advent of 








speakers as Dr. Mabel Newcomer and Dr, Harold 

Taylor, who graced the 1953 biennial convention 
program of the American Association of University 
Women, were not exceptions, but the rule. Possibly, 
occasional conservative orators were offered as a sop 
to so-called Middle Western “reactionaries” who had 
not benefited by ’culture contact” with European pa- 
ternalism; on the whole, AAUW convention speakers 
have been preponderantly of the radical persuasion, 
from left-of-center to pro-Communist. With astounding 
frequency they have seemingly echoed the Communist 
line which such AAUW stalwarts as Mary Van Kleeck, 
Freda Kirchwey and Vera Micheles Dean more often 
than not, have promoted through AAUW channels. 

If the writer were to present a book-length survey 
of AAUW convention lecturers, he would endeavor to 
give the approximate percentage of Socialists and pro- 
Communists among them. Because of varying hues 
from pink to deep red this would be a complex under- 
taking, to say the least. The writer shall here merely 
refer to a few speakers whom, after careful and re- 
strained consideration, he must pronounce as typical 
AAUW top-level policies. 

Freda Kirchwey, of The Nation, among the most 
inveterate Communist fronters in the United States 
of America, at the 1945 convention warned against 
“unplanned capitalist exploitation” and “reactionary 
leaders among the capitalist powers.” Mrs. Vera 
Micheles Dean, of the Foreign Policy Association, one 
of the most cunning of the apologists for the Soviet 
ever to appear on the American scene, told the AAUW 
1947 convention that “.... in using the phrase ‘liber- 
al’ we must bear in mind that today it is Socialism 
which is the modern liberalism.” 

At. the 1951 convention, only Dr. Roy Nichols, of 
the University of Pennsylvania, among the prominent 
speakers stood up for individual responsibility. Nor- 
man Cousins, in one of his wonted tear-jerkers, repri- 
manded Congress for being niggardly in sending 
wheat to pro-Soviet India. Princeton’s Edward Mead 
Earle, of the Book Committee of the American Society 
for Cultural Relations with Russia, and of the Com- 
munist Garland Fund, enlightened the ladies on inter- 
national relations. Harvard’s John K. Fairbanks said 
before the international relations session of this 1951 
AAUW convention: “We must ask ourselves if Com- 
munism is not self-determination in China. We must 
ask ourselves how long the Chinese will let us push 
them around and do their determining for them.” He 
was warmly applauded by the AAUW delegates. 

There seems to be little, if any awareness or con- 
cern, among the AAUW leaders of “creeping” Social- 
ism’s dangerous role as the fertile breeding ground for 
Communist sympathies. There apparently has been 
no alarm in AAUW top circles over the vanishing 
economic foundations of individual independence, The 
Socialist New Deal revolution has been wholehearted- 
ly applauded and championed by those who have 
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the New Deal, as might be ex- 
pected under the leadership of 
a Communist fronter like the late President Mary E. 
Woolley, Journal contributions by known radicals and 
Communist fronters were extremely heavy. Among the 
early contributors there was Zona Gale, of the Advis- 
ory Board of Russian Reconstruction Farms (the Com- 
munist front which was directed by Harold Ware, 
organizer of the first spy cell in our Government) and 
also of the Advisory Board of the American Society 
for Cultural Relations with Russia. 

When Professor Mildred Fairchild, of Bryn Wawr 
College, made her first contribution to the Journal, 
in June, 1932, she had completed two “research trips” 
to the USSR. The first of these was allegedly financed 
by the Society for Cultural Relations with Soviet 
Russia, the second by the Social Science Research 
Council. 

A product of Bryn Mawr and the (then Marxist) 
London School of Economics, Mildred Fairchild, in 
collaboration with Bryn Mawr’s Susan M. Kingsbury, 
authored a book on Factory, Family and Women in 
the Soviet Union, which appeared in 1935. The pre- 
face of said opus contained the following significant 
acknowledgement: “To Valery I. Mezhlauk, chairman 
of the State Planning Commission of the USSR, the 
authors wish to make special acknowledgment. From 
the outset, Mr. Mezhlauk has offered and procured 
every facility needed. His advice and assistance in 
selecting the field of research and in acquiring masses 
of data have been invaluable.” 

Even after Valery Mezhlauk had gone the way of 
most old Bolshevik flesh, viz., the passive road of the 
purge, Bryn Mawr’s and AAUW’s Miss Fairchild, on 
December 3, 1937, joined such post-graduates of the 
Communist fronters as Freda Kirchwey, Robert Morss 
Lovett, George Seldes and Donald Ogden Stewart in 
New York City’s animated celebration of the Soviet’s 
new constitution. 

Yet, in the pre-Rooseveltian era the AAUW Journal 


Acme 
Mary Van Kleeck, Among Most Prominent Personalities in 
AAUW, on One of Her Speaking Tours. 
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also featured innumerable articles which were politi- 
cally indifferent and rather on the dull side. They 
were of the rather non-stirring variety, bearing such 
non-exciting titles as “Women and the Ph.D.,” “The 
Girl of Today and the School,” “Environment and the 
Home,” “The Businessman and the College,” “Women 
and Their Jobs,” “College and the International Mind” 
and... and —  -e 

When the New Deal Socialist revolution was im- 
posed on the United States, AAUW’s Journal, like 
dozens of others, soon took on an increasingly scarlet 
complexion, Renowned left-wingers, such as Rexford 
G. Tugwell, Frank P. Graham, Judge Dorothy Kenyon, 
Freda Kirchwey and Mary Van Kleeck, now became 
among the conspicuous Journal authors. 

Mary Van Kleeck, one of the most prominent per- 
sonalities in AAUW history, has in the meantime, at 
the Institute of Pacific Relations hearings, been iden- 
tified as a Red, Senate Report 2050 (82nd Congress, 
2nd Session, p. 158) states that she was “out of the 
country or otherwise unavailable for subpoena.” If the 
officers of AAUW did not want a radical in their 
midst, they certainly had no need waiting for the Mc- 
Carran hearings to find out about their favorite, Mary 
Van Kleeck. As early as April 29, 1937, this perennial 
AAUW darling said before a YWCA audience in Flint, 
Mich., that “the church of tomorrow will be one of 
antichurch Christianity.” In the June, 1938, issue of 
Pacific Affairs, of the IPR, she wrote a staunch de- 
fense of the Soviet purge trials, and in the September, 
1939, issue of Soviet Russia Today she joined Corliss 
Lamont, Maxwell S. Stewart and Ella Winter, ex- 
treme pro-Soviets if not Communists, in a manifesto 
which proclaimed that “the Soviet Union has effected 
one of the most far-reaching cultural and educational 
advances in all history.” Mary Van Kleeck indeed 
was known as a rabid apologist for the Soviet for 
many years before World War II. 

It is likewise unthinkable that AAUW’s officers 
were not aware of Dorothy Kenyon’s pronounced rec- 
ord. This woman, a veteran of C1O’s National Citizens 
Political Action Committee, had been deeply involved 
in the various Spanish Civil War fronts, the League 
of Women Shoppers, the American Congress of Wom- 
en, Film Audiences for Democracy, and the Ameri- 
can Youth Congress, where she associated with the 
outstanding Communists, Nevertheless, Judge Ken- 
yon rated high with the editors of AAUW’s Journal, 
and at AAUW conventions. 

Marguerite W. Kehr, Dean of Women of Pennsyl- 
vania State College in the October, 1936, issue of 
AAUW’s Journal (p. 32) gave a glowing report of 
the Third American Youth Congress, a Communist 
movement. Specifically and admiringly, and perhaps 
naively, Miss Kehr named 15 young people as “among 
outstanding personalities.” No less than 12 of these 
15 happen to have accumulated notorious Communist 
front Miss Kehr opined (p. 33) that “this 
American youth movement merits our sympathy and 
cooperation.” 

In an article on “American Youth Organizations,” 
in the April, 1938, issue of the Journal, Miss Kehr 
devoted six out of eight columns to the American 
Youth Congress whereas the National Intercollegiate 
Council (YWCA and YMCA groups) is dismissed with 
three lines. In the meantime five legislative commit- 
tees and two Attorneys General cited the AYC as sub- 
versive and Communist. 

One of the AAUW’s most vaunted favorites, Mrs. 
Esther Brunauer, in 1939 signed up the AAUW as a 
this pro-Communist outfit. The present 
writer does not believe that it was possible for Mrs. 
Brunauer by then not to recognize the AYC as the 
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Freda Kirchwey, of Nation Magazine, New York City, 

Speaker at AAUW Convention Praises Socialism as “Mod- 
ern Liberalism.” 


Communist front that it was. In charge of AAUW’s 
international program since 1927, Mrs. Brunauer had 
signed a call to the American Youth Congress in 1938. 
Two years earlier, in 1936, she had presided at a Wash- 
ington meeting of another Communist front, the 
American Friends of the Soviet Union, at which the 
notorious Communist Party leader, Myra Page, was a 
speaker. 

Mrs. Brunauer could not possibly be regarded as a 
novice in matters related to Communism. She was 
married to a self-admitted Hungarian-born Commu- 
nist, and at the Tydings hearings she freely testified 
on this, saying, “On matters of this sort my husband 
and I see completely eye to eye, and inform each other 
completely.” (Tydings Hearings, p. 307.) It was in 
the year in which Mrs. Brunauer found employment 
with the AAUW, in 1927, that Mr. Brunauer dropped 
out of the Young Workers League, which was organ- 
ized and run by the Communist Party. 

The many study guides which Dr. Brunauer, in her 
capacity of international relations secretary, wrote for 
the AAUW, are lucid, sensible and succinct, and are 
devoid of any pro-Soviet propaganda; but they also 
minutely avoid even the slightest implication that 
Communism uses the “Trojan Horse” methods, or that 
there was anything particularly wrong with the Soviet 

(See AAUW Serves as Venicie, Page 31) 
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Esther Brunauer and Husband, Stephan Brunauer, Named 

as subversives, by Senator McCarthy, Dismissed From 
State and Navy Departments. 











FLORIDA'S 
"TWO-PARTY' TOM 


By JOHN JAY DALY 








TOM WATSON, former Attorney General of 

Florida under a Democratic regime, known vari- 

ously as “Fightin‘ Tom,’ “The Fiery Watson,” 
and “Florida’s Old Hickory,” has now acquired an- 
other title: “Two-Party Tom.” 

Now running for Governor on the Republican ticket, 
“Two-Party Tom” is recalled as the man who put the 
“Right to Work” clause in the State Constitution. He 
now determined let the folks in the Sunshine 
State know that America grew great on a two-party 
and free enterprise system. “If Florida cottons to the 
idea,” he says, “so will other States in the Union.” 

Because of a recent illness, a lot of people counted 
the Old Warrior out of the 1954 political contest. He 
was finished, they said. Word even got to Republican 
National Headquarters in Washington that because of 
ill health, the fire-eater had thrown in the sponge. 

Soon as he heard of this, “Fightin? Tom” wrote to 
Leonard W. Hall, Chairman of the Republican Na- 
tional Committee, saying, “It is not true. No sir-ee!” 

He has assurance from his physician that he 
again in “normal health and physical condition and 
can figure in the November election.” 

True to his word, the man who has broken more 
precedents and traditional procedures than any other 
official in the history of Florida is now out on the 
hustings, flailing away at the opposition. 
opposition as great as many believe. 

While the two United States Senators from Florida 
and the eight Representatives are Democrats, along 
with all State officials, Fightin’ Tom is known as the 

‘eatest vote-getter the Ever- 

ades ever knew. He proved 
this when he broke with the 
former Senator Pepper, then a 
power in politics. With Pep- 
per fighting him, Watson won 
a primary election by a plu- 
rality of 96,168 votes. He 
polled 60,000 more than both 
his opponents combined. 

Fightin’ Tom he can 
win this current race regard- 
less. “But that’s not the point,” 
he says. “I want to set up the 
Two-Party system in Florida.” 
“Another thing I want to do 

this: Show other States 
what a wonderful thing the 
Right to Work idea is, espe- 
cially now that the Interna- 
tional Long Shoreman‘s Union 
is trying to force a closed shop 
on the Maritime Workers of 
New York and New Jersey.” 

Fightin’ Tom’s fight for this 
idea goes back to 1941 when he 
had been elected Attorney Gen- 
eral. Shortly after he had as- 
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sumed office he arose at a State convention of the 
American Federation of Labor and faced the audience 
of union leaders. 

The speech delivered that day to a Closed Shop audi- 
ence was a departure from Yes-man politics. It made 
Tom Watson front page copy. 

Fightin’ Tom denounced the Closed Shop as undemo- 
cratic. He told his listeners why he believed so—that 
collective bargaining establishes decent hours and a 
living wage. 

“This is well and good,” he roared, waving his arms 
and shouting at an unappreciative audience, asking: 
“Have you got the right to tell an employer that these 
hours, these wages and the right to work itself are 
only for those the union allows him to hire?” 

“You’re damn right we have,” shouted a delegate. 
This was backed up by a chorus of boos. 

“Then, my friends, said Watson, when the noise had 
died down, “we are on opposite sides of the fence. 
Before the next election we have four good long years 
to prove who is right. Maybe you’ll defeat me, but I’d 
rather have that than be re-elected under a damnable 
disguise.” 

That brought cheers from union members, but the 
battle was on just the same. Organized labor leaders 
went all out in an effort to defeat Watson. When the 
1944 returns were counted old Fightin’ Tom had won 
another four-year term as Attorney General. 

“My opposition is not to organized labor, certainly 
not,” he tells all concerned. “My opposition is to the 
power, domination, dictatorship and monopolistic con- 
trol the closed shop gives to its leaders. In this coun- 
try, nobody but the economy should determine who 
works—and the recent tragic situation in the coal 
fields of Pennsylvania, miners out of work because the 
American coal industry is squeezed out of an import- 
ant European market, proves the point. What good 
does the closed shop do up there, when world economy 
calls the orders ?” 

As a result of Watson’s belief, the State of Florida 
was among the first in the Union to adopt a “Right 
to Work” amendment to its Constitution. Prepared 
by the then Attorney General, J. Tom Watson, that 
part of the law reads: 

“The right of persons to work shall not be denied 
abridged on account of 
membership or non-member- 
ship in any labor union or la- 
bor organization; provided 
that this clause shall not be 
construed to deny or abridge 
the rights of employees by and 
through a labor organization 
or labor union to bargain, col- 
lectively with their employer.” 

When running for re-elec- 
tion on that plank, called the 
“Right to Work” clause, Wat- 
son told the electorate frankly, 
“[T want your votes if you be- 
lieve in free enterprise and the 
right to work, but if you don’t 
believe in this thing then I 
don’t care for your support.” 

His enemiesin Florida 
branded him “Organized La- 
Public Enemy Number 
One,” but that did not defeat 
him. In fact, Old Tom is sure 
it helped, because so many men 
connected with organized labor 
are his friends. He has helped 
them and they have helped 
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him. It’s a study in sociology, he says, and worth 
consideration by all hands. 

Before Pearl Harbor, the growth of important in- 
dustry in Florida brought the Attorney General to a 
wholehearted study of labor-management relations. 
He found union closed shop contracts, signed in ship- 
yards employing 100 men, remaining on emergency 
and defense jobs paying overtime to 4,000. He un- 
covered and made public discrimination against non- 
union men, cases of prohibitive initiation fees and 
dues, cases of unfair and spiteful removal of workers 
from defense jobs because of personal union squabbles. 
He filed quo warranto suits against two mushroomed 
defense plants, charging that their closed shop con- 
tracts were in violation of the State’s bill of rights. 
He won both cases in the lower courts. When one of 
these decisions was appealed to the State Supreme 
Court and reversed by that body, the unions denounced 
Watson as a political meddler, and began to fight back 
in earnest. The court refused to interpret the bill of 
rights of the Florida Constitution as offering protec- 
tion against what Watson termed “The denial of the 
right to work embodied in the closed shop contract.” 

“Then we need an amendment to the bill of rights 
which will preserve the right to work,” the Attorney 
General said. 

With the Legislature already in session, he drafted 
his amendment hurriedly and turned it over to Repre- 
sentative Joe Jenkins of Gainesville for presentation 
to the House. The bill died in its first committee 
hearing. 

“Too reactionary,” said its opponents. 
stroy the right to bargain collectively.” 


“It will de- 


| OLLING up his sleeves and wading in, the embat- 
tled Watson set out upon what was to become a 
nationwide fight for the Right to Work. 

“The greatest menace today in labor relations,” he 
told the American Attorneys General Convention at 
Indianapolis in 1941, “is the growing influence of the 
closed shop in collective bargaining contracts and the 
consequence which this clause imposes upon the enjoy- 
ment of the right to work by labor and upon the enjoy- 
ment by employers of the right to employ free and 
independent labor.” 

He spoke before the 1942 Nebraska Bar Association 
meeting at Omaha, and pleaded for the preservation 
of “the right to work.” He spoke again in Charlotte, 
N. C., before the Southeastern Bakers Association in 
1943 and called for “responsibility of the unions before 
the law.” 

The same year, when the United Mine Workers of 
America went on their historical wartime strike, he 
wired the Attorneys General of the other 47 States 
and asked their support in pressing upon John L. 
Lewis a charge of treason. He received answers from 
a disappointing few, and the treason charge died 
aborning. 

Returning to his Florida crusade, he redrafted the 
Right to Work Amendment for the 1943 legislative 
session. To the original amendment, was added a 
proviso specifically protecting the right of employees 
to bargain collectively, and the controversial bill was 
brought to a vote. The unions mustered a lobby armed 
with every known political weapon short of an ele- 
phant gun, but the House passed the proposed amend- 
ment by seven votes more than the required three- 
fifths majority. In the State Senate, it got under the 
wire by one vote more than the required three-fifths, 
and went to the people for ratification. 

The people of the State ratified it by a vote of 147,- 
860 to 122,770, and today Fightin’ Tom’s “Right to 
Work” amendment is the law of the land in Florida. 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


Will Florida Install a Republican Governor in Its Capitol 
at Tallahassee? 


But it took a lot of fighting to get it finally on the 
statute books. The amendment was attacked in a 
Federal Court suit, the AFL claiming unconstitu- 
tionality. Watson was upheld in an opinion drawn 
unanimously by three U. 8. District judges. 

“We prefer to come as promptly as possible to the 
real issues in the case,” their opinion read, “with the 
idea of expediting the progress of this case to the 
Supreme Court, knowing full well what we have to 
say here will not be long remembered. 

“Rule by majority is the essence of democracy. 
Members of a labor union are citizens first and sub- 
ject to the will of the majority, lawfully exercised, 
and where that will has been exercised by direct ex- 
pression of the people at the polls, the result is the 
fullest expression of the source of all political power 
—the people.” 


HEN the three judges came directly to the most 
controversial issue in the federation’s complaint: 

“True, the amendment makes it possible for the non- 
union worker to have a ‘free ride,’ that is, to have the 
benefit of the gains and advantages that have accrued 
through the planning, effort, expense, struggle and 
influence of the unions without bearing any of their 
burdens, but this permissive incidence of poor sports- 
manship is not new in the law. 

“A substantial portion of the population in many 
communities have all the benefits of government, yet 
pay no taxes. Occasions are not singular when free 
riders in government are the recipients of its greatest 
solicitude, and the fact that the law gives an unearned 
advantage to the dissident or disinterested is but 
slightly dissimilar to the building of a school house 
largely from taxes paid by corporations which have 
no children to educate.” 

The AFL appealed the decision at once to the United 
States Supreme Court, questioning the authority of 
the three-judge court to rule on such an issue. Again 
throwing precedent out the window, Watson peti- 
tioned Justice Hugo Black to disqualify himself on 
grounds of “bias and prejudice,” as shown in a listing 
of Black’s vote in past disputes between capital and 
labor. 

When the Court came to sit on the AFL versus Wat- 
son hearing, Black, who usually entered with the late 
Chief Justice Stone, did not appear until all other 
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AMERICAN LEGION LAUDS CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES 


THE ENEMY WITHIN OUR GATES 
(Continued from Page 10) 


that which outlaws the Communist Party as a political 
organization. 

The anti-subversive legislation also includes death 
penalty for peacetime espionage, loss of citizenship for 
present Americans who advocate the overthrow of our 
Government by force and violence, and a strengthening 
of the sabotage laws and registration of printing ma- 
chinery for use by Communist movements. 

In signing the batch of anti-subversive bills Presi- 
dent Eisenhower said: “The American people are de- 
termined to eliminate from their midst organizations 
which, purporting to be political parties in the ac- 
cepted sense of the term, are actually conspiracies 
dedicated to the destruction of our form of Govern- 
ment by force and violence.” 

The law banishing the Communist Party declares 
Congress finds it “to be an instrumentality of a con- 
spiracy to overthrow the Government of the United 
States.” 

The bill denies the Red party “any of the rights, 
privileges and immunities attendant upon legal bod- 
ies” in the United States. Members of the party are 
denied the right to hold office, hold non-elective jobs, 
work in defense plants or obtain passports. Red in- 
filtrated labor unions are denied machinery of the 
National Labor Relations Board. 

Still other pieces of legislation signed by the Presi- 
dent grants immunity from prosecution certain sus- 
pected persons who show willingness to aid the Gov- 
ernment in obtaining the conviction of other subver- 
sives. This act gives the Government a new weapon 
in dealing with traitors and spies. Another act in- 
creases the penalty for harboring or concealing any 
person who is a fugitive from justice. Many of the 
Communist leaders under Federal indictment disap- 
peared after the Department of Justice began its 
“get tough on Communist” drive which resulted in a 
host of party chiefs being sought on grand jury charges 
of advocating the violent overthrow of our Govern- 
ment. At this time there are at least five American 
Red leaders, who are under indictment or have been 
convicted, who are fugitives from justice and they are 
apparently being harbored by fellow-travelers. 

Greater Penalty for Bail Jumping; Sabotage 

Bail jumping, another favorite Red trick, has also 
been made a more severe law violation. 

The law defining sabotage has been broadened to 
include the use of radioactive, biological and chemical 
agents. 

Communist front organizations are required to reg- 
ister with the United States Department of Justice. 

Fellow-travelers in Government are further cracked 
down upon in another jaw which prevents payment 
of Federal annuities to persons convicted of criminal 
offenses including making of false statements regard- 
ing past or present membership in the Communist 
Party. 

Although these many laws are now a part of the 
Federal statutes, it will take some months to get the 
machinery in motion to apply them, since Reds and 
their stooges will delay enforcement of them through 
tests of the constitutionality of same. 

Communist leaders are now attempting to pacify 
their jittery stooges by telling them that they needn’t 
worry, because the new law is such that if any of our 
American Reds are liable to violation, the Department 
of Justice would already have invoked grand jury ac- 
tion against them, 

Reports reaching Washington also indicate that the 
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In Denver, President Eisenhower Signs New Bills Outlawing 

Communist Party From Ballot and Cracking Down On 
Red-Infiltrated Unions. 


Reds are stepping up their activity to promote strife 
among labor and racial groups around the alleged 
affects of the new law. 


Legion Supports Congressional Action 


The American Legion, in its 1954 annual national 
convention just ended in Washington, D. C., gave its 
full backing to Congressional committees seeking to 
expose the Communist menace in the United States. 
A Legion resolution “strongly” commended the Sen- 
ate Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations and 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities and 
other groups probing Communism and subversion. 

Congress and President Eisenhower were praised by 
the convention for approval of the law outlawing the 
Communist Party and strengthening the Subversive 
Activities Control Board. 

The veteran organization also gave a pat on the 
back to “former Communists who helped expose Com- 
munism” and asked Government officials for “full con- 
fidence in the credibility and importance of these wit- 
nesses.” It urged enactment of laws to encourage Red 
party officials to defect and come forward with their 
story and documents in their possession. 

Educators were urged by the Legion to “cease and 
desist from use of materials of UNESCO propounding 
world citizenship and adherence to a nebulous world 
government.” 

The convention again called for an investigation 
of the American Civil Liberties Union “and if war- 
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ranted” its prosecution under the McCarran Act. A 
continuation of the probe of tax exempt organizations 
was urged to determine whether such foundations are 
aiding Communism. 

Girl Scouts to Revise Handbook 

On the Girl Scout issue, recently brought up by the 
Illinois Department of the Legion, the convention 
urged prompt revision of the Girl Scout handbook to 
eliminate what the Illinois unit called “Un-American 
propaganda.” As originally presented the resolution 
called on officials of the Girl Scouts to state whether 
those responsible for the publication of the parts un- 
der attack are still directing Girl Scout policies. Offi- 
cials of the Scout organization have promised to re- 
move the parts of the handbook under fire. 

The Civil Liberties group attack, previously referred 
to brought a report from the Union to the effect that 
the Legionnaires should reread President Eisenhower’s 
speech to the convention wherein he warned about 
giving way to “hysterical fear.” The Union officers 
implied they felt the Legion had overlooked the Presi- 
dent’s admonition. Patrick Malin, executive director 
for the group, said they considered the Legion attack 
“unfounded” and contended ACLU is always open to 
any Government investigation. 


State Looks Into Possible Espionage 


Under Attorney General Louis C. Wyman, New 
Hampshire is moving forward to establish a barrier 
against possible infiltration of state and local agencies 
by Reds and fellow-travelers. 

One of the centers of inquiry has been the Ports- 
mouth area, which has a Navy Yard and other defense 
activities. 

One of the witnesses called in the probe was Mrs. 
Ruth Sadowsky, former employee of the Portsmouth 
Navy Yard and recently released testimony shows she 
sought refuge behind the Fifth Amendment. She did 
this when asked if she was a member of the Commu- 
nist Party. She was represented by Attorney Lawrence 
Shubow, of Boston, who has appeared with other sub- 
penaed witnesses before local and Congressional com- 
mittees. 

The witness did deny ever advocating the violent 
overthrow of our Government, but wouldn’t talk about 
whether she was a party member or attended Red 
party meetings or whether she knew that a Communist 
cell existed in Portsmouth. 

She said to the best of her knowledge her first two 
husbands were not Communists, but when asked about 
the third, and present husband, she declined to answer. 

The Portsmouth airport was also subject of a State 
investigation, but Attorney General Wyman announced 
that his investigators had found no_ subversive 
activities there. Indication of suspicion of Reds at 
the port came when Mayor Lester Burham indicated 
a member of his Aviation Commission had reported to 
him there was evidence of employees with Red lean- 
ings at the airport. 


UNESCO Attache Suspended 


For a long time patriotic organizations in this coun- 
try have contended we are gradually forfeiting our 
own rights to international boards and tribunals and 
that our entanglements may go even beyond the bounds 
of our own Constitution. 

One of the best examples of the meaning of these 
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Members of Alliance of Czechoslovakians in Exile, Picket 

Council of Churches Meeting, Evanston, Ill., in Protest to 
Appearance of Rev. Hromadka, Czech Theologian. 


patriotic organizations is the case of David Leff, an 
attache of UNESCO (United Nations Economic, Sci- 
entific and Cultural Organization), who has been or- 
dered separated from his job because of his refusal to 
testify before a New York grand jury investigating 
Communism. 

Now along comes a three-man international tribunal 
and says that UNESCO has no authority to order an 
American employee to testify before a grand jury of 
his own country. The investigation had to do with 
possible Communism among American employees of 
the United Nations. 

The international tribunal not only said UNESCO 
couldn’t order the American employee to appear be- 
fore a U. S. grand jury but it ordered UNESCO to 
hand Leff $300 with which to pay legal expenses in 
contesting the first order. 


Refuse to Testify on Loyalty 


though the employing organization cannot 
force him to appear before the grand jury an attempt 
will be made to have his pay cut off when his contract 
runs out at the end of the year. That may be another 
test of whether we have forfeited further rights to the 
United Nations. The firing is based on his additional 
refusal, along with three other U. S. employees, to 
testify before a U. S. Loyalty Board which visited 
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A FEW OF THE OUTSTANDING 
FEATURES TO APPEAR 


Readers cf the National Republic have in store 
some rare treats scheduled to appear in coming 
editions. To mention but a few of these, is suf- 
ficient to whet one’s appetite for the good and 
thoughtful contributions of the authors: 


How Shall We Deal With The World 
Communist Threat? 
By E. McLean Johnson 
A Study In Megalomania 
By Gerd Gillhoff 
Return God To The Public Schools 
By Paul and Blanche Leonard 
Some Brave Men? 


By Charles J. Dutton 


Many other interesting features are in store. 














RED YOUTH GROUP AT NATIONAL STUDENT CONGRESS 


the UNESCO Paris office and invited Leff and 14 oth- 
ers to testify. Seven of the group refused to testify. 

Dr. Luther Evans, Director General of UNESCO, 
said he came to the conclusion “he could not accept 
the attitude adopted by the staff members as being 
consistent with the high standards of integrity re- 
quired by those employed by the organization.” 

Another case which raises the question of relation- 
ship between U. 8S. loyalty and security requirements 
and the independence of international civil servants 
from national governments involved Gordon McIntyre, 
who was ordered removed as a section chief with FAO 
(Food and Agriculture Organization). “Unsatisfac- 
tory service” was given as the reason for his dismissal. 
McIntyre alleges “illegal intervention of the United 
States Government in the internal affairs of an inter- 
national agency.” 

It was claimed his dismissal was “engineered” by 
the State Department and he indicated he would de- 
mand a State Department communication concerning 
him and which he says was the basis of the decision. 


Subversive Hunts on Educational Front 
Decried and Defended 


The National Student Association Congress, meeting 
on the campus of lowa State College at Ames, Ia., 
heard a plea from the Marxist study outfit called 
Labor Youth League for support and heard Senator 
Guy Gillette, supported in his last election by a leftist 
group, attack investigations of Communism on college 
campuses. A few days later, in another part of the 
country, U. 8S. Attorney General Brownell warned that 
youth of America are a very special target of Com- 
munists today. 

Senator Gillette, a Democrat, gave what was billed 
as a “non-partisan speech,” and referred to what he 
called “Power seeking demagogues claiming to act in 
the name of anti-Communism.” He said certain peo- 
ple were trying to impose “thought control” on uni- 
versities and colleges. He was quoted as saying that 
in the 30s there was a widespread infatuation with 
Communism and Communist doctrines “among young- 
er, more intellectual circles.” 

It should be pointed out, although it wasn’t done 
in the Senator’s speech, that many of those so in- 
fatuated are of the stripe of Alger Hiss and other 
“intelligencia” resulting in so much concern over our 
security today. 


Young Reds Given Friendly Reception 


During the convention at which the Senator spoke, 
Labor Youth League, which is having troubles with 
the Subversive Activities Control Board, appealed to 
the National Student Association to oppose hearings 
to determine whether the leftist Youth League should 
register as a Communist front group under the Mc- 
Carran Act. 

Leaders of Labor Youth League at Ames are quoted 
as admitting that they have card carrying Commu- 
nists among its membership and that the group be- 
lieves Communism is a continuation of Marxism, they 
claimed their relationship with the Communist move- 
ment is nothing more than a “fraternal relationship.” 
Leaders of Labor Youth League making the plea at 
Ames were Donald Merit, New York LYL student di- 
vision chairman, and Alita Letwin, 21, of Milwaukee. 
a University of Wisconsin senior. They claimed they 
have clubs at the Universities of Wisconsin, Chicago 
and Michigan and boast a membership of 8,000. 
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French Embassy Secretary to Austria, Mme. Rose-Marie 
Ollier, Seized in New Caledonia as Soviet Espionage Agent 
Spied on Allied Aid to Indo-China. 


Clamp Down on Radical Educators 

Two Harvard faculty members have been cited by 
the U. S. Senate for contempt as the result of their 
refusal to testify concerning alleged Communists with 
whom they worked during World War II. They are 
Prof. Wendell H. Furry and L, Leon. 

Two University of Michigan faculty members have 
been suspended by the Board of Regents and one of 
them was simultaneously indicted by a Federal grand 
jury on 26 counts involving alleged contempt of Con- 
gress. 

The indicted professor is Dr. Horace Chandler 
Davis, mathematics instructor, The other suspended 
faculty member is Dr. Mark Nickerson, associate pro- 
fessor of pharmacology. 

Dr. Clement Markert, professor of zoology, at U of 
M, was suspended and then reinstated. 

The three men drew suspensions after they stood on 
Constitutional grounds in refusing to answer ques- 
tions put to them by members of the U. 8S. House of 
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Fitchburg (Mass.) General Electric Worker Faces Con- 

tempt as Fifth Amendment Witness Before Senate Com- 
mittee. 
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Representatives Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties. Drs. Markert and Nickerson invoked the Fifth 
Amendment and Dr. Davis cited the First Amendment. 
Nickerson denied taking part in any subversive ac- 
tivities but did not disavow party membership. On 
the other hand President Harlan H. Hatcher said both 
Nickerson and Markert acknowledged party member- 
ship. Markert, he said, withdrew from the party. 
Davis, the indicted faculty member, refused to tell 
the Congressional committee whether he had ever so- 
licited members for the Red party and neither would 
he say whether he ever knew Gerhardt Eisler, Ameri- 
can Communist who fled the country and later got a 
key job with the Communists in Germany after having 
been Moscow’s special agent here in this country. 


Show Down on Youth Camps 


As a further step to thwart Red camps for youth, 
the New York Department of Commerce has revealed 
that it will not include any children’s camp in its 1954 
directory unless its owner, director or manager sub- 
mits a sworn allidavit that the camp is not used by 
those who advocate subversive activities. 

Commissioner Harold Keller has revealed that he is 
mailing such affidavits to ali camps in the State. The 
camp people must also swear that they do not employ 
persons who are members of groups designated as sub- 
versives by the U. 8. Attorney General, the State 
Board of Regents or the State Civil Service Commis- 
sion, 

Commissioner Keller said: “Recently we have re- 
ceived reports that some camps in the State are under 
influence of subversive elements. We want no Com- 
munist-dominated camps in our book.” 


Textbooks ‘Immoral’ Says Jury 


A Grand Jury of Marin County (Calif.) recently 
found textbooks generally in use in the public schools 
of that county, that were “definitely placed . . .to 
plant seeds of Communism in the minds of our chil- 
dren,” by making a scrutiny of some 15 volumes chal- 
lenged by a group of good American citizens, “I don’t 
think the books have any being in high 
stated the foreman of the jury. 

It would not be policy to exhibit excerpts from the 
books in question, as they would violate common 
decency, basic morality and prove offensive. Those who 
have read some of the shocking passages in question 
confirm one complainant’s reported statement: “I’m 
a man and I’ve heard a lot, but never have I seen in 
print some of the obscene stuff in those books.” 

A citizens’ protest drew fire from two Tamalpais 
Union High School District officials, and District Su- 
perintendent of Schools Chester G. Carlisle reportedly 
complained that the matter had not been previously 
taken up with him. 

“Marin Bookburners Break Up Meeting,” cried the 
Communist Daily People’s World of California, in its 
September 8th edition. The Red sheet tells of a new 
committee bidding for public support “of its efforts 
to purge school libraries,” and charged “book purgers’”’ 
broke up a meeting called by School Superintendent 
Carlisle. It also reports that “representatives of the 
League of Women Voters, the American Civil Liber- 
ties Union and the Parent-Teacher Association” were 
present. No bookburners were among the latter “lib- 
eral” groups, according to the People’s World. 

The books in question, according to reports to Na- 
rionAL Repusiic are: A Field of Broken Stones, by 
Lowell Naeve, allegedly the filthiest book of them all, 
according to a complaining citizen; My Wild Trish 
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Lt. Franciszek Jarecki, Polish Pilot and Escapee, Shot at in 

Chicago from Black Sedan, Proves Secret Red Police Ring 
Operates in the United States. 


Rogues, by Vivian Hallinan, wife of a former Inde- 
pendent Progressive Party leftist candidate for Presi- 
dent ; American Argument, by Pear] Buck and Eslanda 
Robesun, wife of Paul Robeson, a book reported by 
citizens as “anti-American” and “immoral”; Emotion- 
al Problems of Living, by English and Pearson, two 
psychiatrists, it is reported it details case histories of 
perversion; H Is For Heroin, by David Huburd, which 
it is alleged carries “descriptions of how to inject 
yourself with Heroin”; The Walls Came Tumbling 
Down, by Mary Ovington, containing “some fine and 
objective things,” but also some very objectionable 
material; Brothers Under The Skin, by the leftist 
Carey McWilliams; How Man Discovered His Body 
and The People of Soviet Russia, by recently indicted 
Red front leader, Professor Corliss Lamont. 

The case will equal in prominence the Pasadena 
case of a few years ago when California patriots pro- 
tested certain allegedly disloyal activities in their 
schools. 


Singing It Through 


Politics isn’t so dull in CIO-PAC ranks nowadays, 
for the Educational and Research Division of the CLO 
has come up with a “CIO SONG BOOK” (1954 edi- 
tion). 

Except 


for the Star Spangled Banner, one might 
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Police Eject Louis Passikoff, Schenectady (N. Y.) General 

Electric Worker from Senate Hearing for Unsavory Con- 
duct as Witness. 





REDS MOVE TO SCUTTLE SEATO 





believe themselves to be singing in 
Red Union Square in New York 
City, if using the songs in the book, 
for there is Solidarity, Union Train, 
The Soup Song, Joe Hill, Union 
Maid, and others taken directly out 
of the archives of the People’s 
Songs, Inc., listed by Congress 
as a Red front, The songs long ago 
appeared in Young Communist song 
books. So ClO’ers sing yourself 
Red, or forget it all instead. 


Reds "Colonize’ Michigan 
Auto Plants 


A Labor Youth League which has 
been operating in industrial Flint, 
Mich., was a model Red youth or- 
ganization for the rest of Michigan, 
secret testimony released by the 
House Committee on Un-American 
Activities reveals. Representative 
Kit Clardy, committee member who 
conducted the hearing in his own 
Congressional District said “this is 
perhaps the most important testi- 
mony we obtained in Michigan. Evi- 
dence was given by a person identi- 
fied only as “Witness X”, 

Some Communists were assigned 
as “colonizers” in the Flint automo- 
‘ile plants and others were assigned 
to the Labor Youth League and the 
Young Progressives. 

The Labor Youth League was 
identified as a Marxist-Leninist- 
Stalinist group with a militant pur- 
pose. The witness said it operated 
through a broad social, cultural pro- 
gram. “Witness X” said Red party 
leaders would stage a party or a 
dance under LYL auspices and at 
the height of the good time the com- 
mittee issue would be raised and 
Reds would dominate the conversa- 
tion. Non-communists would then 
be invited to discussion classes 
where they were guided along Com- 
munist Party lines. 


Red Mum, 
Fears Incrimination 


A new tactic of the Communist 
Party whereby it has set up fronts 
in front of fronts has just been 
brought to light by the special coun- 
sel for the Senate Internal Security 
Committee. Questioning Abner 
Green, executive secretary for the 
American Committee for Protection 
of Foreign Born, one of the fronts 
cited by the Attorney General as 
subversive, by Richard Arens 
brought out this new approach. 

He asked: “You and other Com- 
munists formed the National Com- 
mittee to Repeal the McCarran Act 
as a front for dupes and do-gooders 








COMMUNIST MENACE ABROAD 


BY PAUL R. BISH 


So jubilant is Moscow and Red China over their 
latest diplomatic successes at the Geneva Conference 
in which Indo-China was divided between Commu- 
nists and anti-Communists, that the new flock of 
spies sent out to other countries and those in which 
the network has already existed, have speeded up . 
their conspiracies, so as to create a series of new in- Mr. Bish 
cidents, through which like Korea and Indo-China, new victories through 
compromises can be attained. 

With the shooting war temporarily off in Indo-China at least until the 
Reds can consolidate their new territorial gains, Nationalist China has 
become the target of the Red guns. Probing the islands immediately lead- 
ing to Formosa, the seat of the Nationalist (Anti-Red) Chinese forces, 
any day may witness an attempted invasion of the Nationalist stronghold 
of Formosa, This may terminate in another full fleged war, for our own 
Government has warned the Reds, such an attempt will mean retaliation 
by the United States. 

The same situation may be found to exist in connection with Formosa, 
as in the case of Indo-China, if the Red Chinese shirks the Americans 
warning; for the new East-Asia Pact, recently entered into by eight coun- 
tries at Manila, finds two of the powers to the agreement against Red ag- 
gression of non-Communist Far Eastern governments, to be Great Britain 
and France. These two countries acquiesced at Geneva in the surrender 
and division of Indo-China, and most Americans believe that it was the 
lack of cooperation of these two countries that forced the United States 
to settle with the Reds in a division of Korea. Both countries have great 
interests in the Far East, and England looks strongly at her trade with 
China. That leaves only the United States, New Zealand, Philippines and 
Australia, which can be reliably depended upon to try to help stop the 
Red aggression in the Far East, for Thailand and Pakistan, however 
much they might care to take a stand with us, would find it difficult to do 
so, in event of a showdown with Red China. Japan, Formosa, Burma and 
Korea were strangely enough not invited as parties to the Pact. 

The Communists have been pulling a fast one on the Asians, the Red 
propaganda to soften them up for Red made uprisings are convincing many 
natives of the various countries that the United States, England and 
France support colonialism. While, the United States does not advocate 
or practice such, it has supported France and England which have con- 
sistently followed the practice. Through acceptance of Communism, the 
people would be swapping for something worse, in that Russian Commu- 
nism constitutes a chain of puppet governments, iron bound to the Soviet 
slave rule. That’s imperialist colonialism, but the Asiatic people have not 
been convinced that such is in store for them, once they throw off what 
the Russians term “their chains of colonalism.”’ 

China has warned the United States that our country must “quit For- 
mosa.”’ Of course we are only indirectly supporting Nationalist China and 
not ruling it. If and when Americans march out, Red China, with the aid 
and direction of Moscow, will march in. 

The Fifth column of world Communism has now infiltrated Thailand, 
saboteurs are the new worry of that country, Burma is the new seat of 
the ‘“‘Free Thailand’’ movement, Red tool for taking over Thailand, Laos and 
Burma. Following the surrender of Viet Nam by the French to the Reds, 
the Red unit moved from China down into Northeast Burma, Racial co- 
hesion is being substituted for colonialism in the Communist propagande 
wave now being spread throughout those countries, 

Japan is being pressed by the Chinese and Russian Reds to open new 
relations, including trade ..greements. As usual, internal pressure from 
Communists preceeds such pressure. As a result, Tokyo reports that a 
number of its own government officials have been trapped as members of 
the Soviet espionage ring operating in Japan. One native after confessing 
leaped to death from a four-story window. He was an official in the foreign 
ministry of the Japanese government. Meantime, the Reds are strengthen- 
ing their fifth column forces in Japan and have recently ousted 500 or 
more members of the Communist Party in Japan for ‘‘deviation,’’ defenders 
of so-called ‘““American imperalism.”’ 

Anti-American propaganda is sweeping Japan and recently an anti-Amer- 
ican strike occurred among the defense industrial forces. 

Like in most countries the Reds have the cooperation of Socialists, 
in Japan, it’s the so-called ‘“‘Progressive Party’’ which choruses the Red 
calls for the overthrow of the ‘‘pro-American” administration 

In Manila, Louis Tarus, leader of the Communist Huks, has admitted 
while on trial that he was the leader of 12,000 Communists which ter- 
rorized the islands, and pleaded guilty to rebellion, murder, arson and 
robbery for the Red cause. 
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itish Prime Minister, Clement Atlee, Leader of 

J British Labor (Socialist ) Party Me mbers on Mis- 
sion to Moscow and Peking 


in the country to come along with the Communist 
Party line to destroy these acts, isn’t that true?” 

Of course Abner naturally said to answer truth- 
fully would incriminate him. 

Then Arens asked further “The American Commit- 
tee for Protection of Foreign Born and the Communist 
Party are also organized fronts in front of the fronts 
in order to repeal or emasculate with weakening 
amendments this Immigration and Nationality Act, 
are they not?” 

Green had the same answer. He did admit opposi- 
tion to the MeCarran law and said it discriminates 
against Communists. The committee calls the McCar- 
ran act a law to “protect this country from the influx 
of Communists, saboteurs and espionage agents.” 


Congress Critical of Agencies 


Refusal of Government agencies to cooperate with 
Congress by producing loyalty files and records of 
Federal workers when requested by Congressional com- 
mittees, is to be made a matter of study by a special 
committee headed by Chairman Rees, of the House 
Civil Service Committee. He said “A serious problem 
has developed with respect to supplying Congress with 
files and records concerning loyalty investigation of 
Federal employees. The Executive Branch has never 
furnished these files notwithstanding numerous re- 
quests. In my opinion the Congress and the American 
people are entitled to know exactly what has happened 
regarding the infiltration of the 


Government by 
subversives.” 


New Deal ‘Expert’ Under New Fire 


Owen Lattimore, former State Department Far East 
expert, who has been the target of Congressional in- 
vestigations for some time, is now the subject of a Fed- 
eral Grand Jury probe, it has been indicated. It is 
understood a witness has been called before the grand 
jury by the Department of Justice in what is pre- 
sumed to be an attempt to obtain a new perjury in- 
dictment. The witness is said to have had knowledge 
of certain documents used as the basis for articles 
in the magazine Pacific Affairs which Lattimore edited 
for the Institute of Pacific Relations between 1934 
and 1941. 


JURY STUDY OF NEW EVIDENCE ON LATTIMORE 


The Senate Internal Security Committee spent near- 
ly two weeks on the Institute and Lattimore in 1952. 
Lattimore was subsequently indicted on seven counts 
but four of these were later dismissed. The U. SBS. 
Court of Appeals upheld dropping two of the four 
counts but the other two were reinstated. 

It was indicated by a spokesman for the Department 
of Justice that they had new evidence bearing on Lat- 
timore’s alleged “promotion of Communism and Com- 
munist interests.” 

If a new indictment is not forthcoming, the Depart- 
ment has already indicated it is prepared to go ahead 
with prosecution under the already existing indict- 
ments, These accuse him of lying when he denied he 
was told before 1950 that Ch’ Ao-Ting, a Chinese, was 
a Communist, when he denied a meeting with former 
Soviet Ambassador Oumanski during the Nazi-Soviet 
pact; when he denied he handled White House corres- 
pondence for a White House aide; when he denied he 
knew a writer known as “Asiaticus” was a Red; and 
when he denied that he published articles in the Pacific 
iffairs magazine which he knew were written by Com- 
munists. 


Court Upholds NLRB Order 


A Los Angeles local of the Furniture Makers, Up- 
holsterers and Woodworkers Union, lost its fight for 
an injunction against the National Labor Relations 
Board when Federal Judge Bolitha Laws told the 
attorney for the group to go back and get non-Com- 
munist affidavits from business agents and other union 
functionaries as well as the top officers. It was argued, 
when NLRB refused recognition of the union, that the 
business agent and others actually were “concealed 
officers” and should file non-Communist affidavits. The 
business agent and certain others were removed from 
a listing as officers by a change in the by-laws, but 
were in practically the same capacity. 

Judge Laws said: “If they are Communists, I’ll have 
nothing to do with them.” 


Fifth Amender Disbarred 


Disbarment of Leo Sheiner, 44, attorney, because he 
refused to answer loyalty questions, has been ordered 
by Cirenit Judge Vincent Giblin at Miami, Fla. 
Sheiner formerly worked for the Department of Agri- 
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Rep. Kersten Charges Strike at Square D. Company, De- 
troit Is Led by Philip Saba (Extreme Right) “A Promi- 


nent Communist Functionary.” 





GREENSPUN INCITEMENT TRIAL ORDERED 
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Ex-Marine Philip Mamber (Roxbury, Mass.) on Trial at 

Boston for Concealing Communist Membership When En- 
tering Service. 


culture, in 1946 served with the OPA in Miami and 
later opened a law office there. 

Action was taken against him after his appearance 
before the House Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties and the Senate Internal Security Committee where 
he performed as an “unwilling” witness, hiding behind 
the Fifth Amendment. 

On his appearance in court in disbarment proceed- 
ings, Judge Giblin asked him “Have you ever been a 
member of the Communist Party?” Sheiner’s reply 
was that he “refused to answer on the same grounds 
as before.” 

Judge Giblin said: “I do not think the American 
legal profession desires to have as members lawyers 
who shield themselves behind the Fifth Amendment.” 
He made the disbarment order effective immediately 
adding “I don’t want him practicing in this court.” 


Slurmonger Loses Appeal 


Herman Greenspun, publisher of the Las Vegas Sun, 
whose activities were more fully mentioned in the 
NATIONAL Repusiic of August, has lost his Federal 
court fight to have charges that he tended to incite 
the violent death of Senator Joseph McCarthy dis- 
missed. The editor was indicted by a Federal Grand 
Jury last April. His attorneys sought dismissal on 
the ground that the indictment violates the First 
Amendment to the Constitution in connection with 
freedom of the press. The indictment referred to 
Greenspun’s column declaring that “Senator Joe Mc- 
Carthy has to come to a violent end... but I would 
hate to see some simpleton get the chair for such a 
public service as getting rid of McCarthy.” 


Crouch Files Suit Against Columnist 


Paul Crouch, former Communist who in recent years, 
has been an important witness for the Government in 
cases involving Reds, has filed a half million dollar 
libel suit against Stewart and Joseph Alsop and the 
New York Herald Tribune. 

Crouch alleges that articles referring to him in 
connection with the investigation of Dr. J. Robert 
Oppenheimer caused him to be libeled and that as the 
result he suffered in name and in loss of income. The 
suit charges that the publication of “false and de- 
famatory matter, defendants were actuated by malice 
and wrongfully and wilfully . .. injured plaintiff.” 
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The recent conviction of Philadelphia Communists 
is one more piece of evidence that Crouch’s testimony 
as a Government witness stands up against the closest 
scrutiny, for it was his testimony against certain of 
the now convicted Philadelphian Reds that was used by 
so-called “liberals” to throw the book of smears at 
Crouch following which the Department of Immigra- 
tion dropped him from its staff of expert witness. 


Communistic Medicine 


If essential to understanding, the American people 
should be atomic bomb-blasted into a consciousness 
of the meaning of Communistic medicine (regimented 
group practice through insurance and mass medical 
practice). This is the key mechanism of the Com- 
munists for the conquest of the Nation from within 
by psychological warfare. 

There is a chronology that provides conclusive evi- 
dence, In 1932, the majority recommendations of the 
Commission on the Cost of Medical Care for the 
American People: “Recommends the same form of 
medical practice realized in the Soviet Union,” accord- 
ing to Dr. Henry E. Sigerist, formerly of Johns Hop- 
kins University, in his pro-Red book, “Socialized Medi- 
cine in the Soviet Union.” Page 271. 

In 1945, the Report of the Pepper Committee on 
Wartime Health and Education was published (Jour- 
nal, AMA, 1-6-45). The staff director was Charles 
Kramer, a known Communist employed by the Gov- 
ernment in the early 1930’s, according to Attorney Lee 
Pressman, a confessed Communist. The United States 
Public Health Service follows this pattern today. 
(Health Service Areas—U. S. Public Health Service.) 

In 1947, the Report of the Commission of the Cost 
of Hospital Care published a report of 275 recommen- 
dations which follows a similar pattern. The final 
conclusions of this Red Trojan Horse conspiracy was 
the Hospital Construction and Survey Act of 1946. 
First five-year plan to Communize American medicine. 
Dr. Vane M. Hoge (who administers the act for the 
PHS) is quoted: “The act itself is testimony to the 
fact that the current conception of public health in- 
cludes responsibility for the treatment and care of 
the individual.” (Med. Ec. 6-47.) 

The International Workers Order is the Moscow 
dominated Communist Party Agency assigned the 
task of forcing the issue of Compulsory Health In- 
surance (Communistic medicine). Under instruction 
leftist leaders became the crusaders, with the aid of 
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Lt. Col. Harry Fleming Found Guilty of Collaborating 
With Korean Reds. 
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the liberals of the medical profession. (Journal, AMA, 
Page 227, Hearings 8. 6606, National Health Program 
5-46) and the so-called progressive politicians and 
writers. The Bureau of Research of Statistics of the 
Social Security Board is the Red Trojan Horse to 
carry out this health program, it is charged. 

The realization of this conspiracy is the Government 
subsidization of voluntary health insurance, which is 
the ultimate result of the present Reinsurance Bill. 

This health program of Communistic medicine is 
already underway in America by the aid of National 
Charity Drives promoting a network of clinics (Health 
Centers) for chronic disease and _ rehabilitation— 
Christian G. Krupp, M.D., 416 Kendall Professional 
Building, Grand Rapids, Mich. 


Church Council Grabs at Red Bait 


The Communist peace propaganda slogan of “peace- 
ful co-existence” was incorporated in the recommenda- 
tions of the Second Assembly of the World Council of 
Churches. This phrase was a part of the report of 
the council’s commission of the churches on interna- 
tional affairs. The report condemned those who op- 
pose financial support for international enterprises 
in which Communists participate and support. 

The “peaceful co-existence” theory is an old one 
voiced by Joe Stalin, arch foe of religion. The co- 
existence would include a willingness not to use force, 
a “scrupulous” respect for the pledged word and a 
continuing attempt at agreements on disarmaments. 

The Council got very irritated at the presence of 
representatives of the staffs of Congressional commit- 
tees at the convention. Although the general meetings 
were public and the press was admitted, yet, excep- 
tion was taken to the presence of committee observers. 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 
Clergyman Disputes Red Claims 


A Hungarian clergyman testifying before a Con- 
gressional Committee in New York minimized the 
flowery claims of other Hungarian clergymen attend- 
ing the conference of the World Council of Churches 
at Evanston, Lil, when he charged systematic persecu- 
tion of all churches in his country. He is Rev. Laszlo 
Vatai, now pastor of the Hungarian Reformed Church 
in Buffalo, N. Y. 

He said Communists began suppressing Protestant 
newspapers in Hungary in 1945 and later transferred 
church property to the state and more recently forced 
churches to give choice clergy offices to Communists. 

This was in sharp contrast to the statements of 
Bishop John Peter, of the Reformed Church of Hun- 
gary, who told the World Council of Churches that 
the church and Communism could live side-by-side and 
that churches have full freedom in Hungary. 

Bishop Peter has been accused of being an “in- 
former” for the Communists. This he denied as well 
as being responsible for entrapment, imprisonment 
and execution of other churchmen by the Reds. 

Rey. Vatai made his statement before a special For- 
eign Affairs subcommittee of the House. 

Another clergyman, Msgr. Bela Varga related Red 
oppression of Catholic Churches in Hungary. 

Former Prime Minister Ferenc Nagy, who went in- 
to exile in 1947, and Julius Belso, fugitive member of 
parliament, also related Communist oppression. Other 
witnesses included Hungarian-born actress [lona Mas- 
sey, who lived under the Red regime in Hungary for a 
brief period as a youth. She said in spite of promises 
the Communists didn’t end hunger and she was event- 
ually sent to Holland where she tasted meat for the 
first time. She said she sent bribes in excess of $1,800 
to Hungarian officials to release her mother in 1947. 





POLITICAL CHAMELEONS 


(Continued from Page 16) heake 
would not need any denial on their tions . . .” 


part to know they are not Commu- 


ly the right of Communist student 
organizations to organize on an equal 


with other student organiza- 


the contrary, the Party “X’ers” backed 
Flanders in his censure resolution, failing 
to recognize the civil liberty of the anti- 
Communist. 


nist. Their records prove it.” 

The ADA has attacked J. Edgar Hoover, 
the FBI and the House Un-American Ac- 
tivities Committee, as well as the current- 
ly enacted anti-Communist legislation as 
have the rest of the Party “X” group. 

Congressman Kit Clardy (R.-Mich.), 
member of the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities, in a speech printed in 
the Congressional Record, June 2, 1954, 
entitled “Americans for Democratic Action 
—Today’s Trojan Horse,” quotes the 

* ADA: 

“While we recognize the right of 
Congress to conduct investigations, 
the House Un-American Activities 
Committee has proved itself a threat 
to freedom of political opinion. We 
therefore call for its abolition. 

“Former membership in a Fascist 
or Communist Party, or refusal to 
testify under the Fifth Amendment, 
should not be automatic grounds to 
disqualify a teacher. 

“Recent banning of Communist 
student organizations on college cam- 
puses forces us to affirm most strong- 


The American Civil Liberties Union, a 
long-time defender of left-wingers, was 
quoted in the Daily Worker of June 11, 
1954, as calling for the reversal of the 
conviction of West Coast Communist lead- 
ers under the Smith Act “because it vio- 
lated the free speech and association 
rights of the First Amendment.” It will 
go into court soon to battle the recently 
enacted laws outlawing the Communist 
Party. 

Party “X’er” Telford Taylor, prosecutor 
at the Nurnberg trials, actively associated 
with the ADA, tie National Committee 
for an Effective Congress, the National 
Issues Committee and the American Civil 
Liberties Union, is now defending West 
Coast Communist Harry Bridges in his 
fifth deportation trial, according to the 
Daily Worker of August 6, 1954. 

In sharp contrast, none of these obsessed 
pleaders for civil license on the left were 
seen to rush to the defense of Senator 
McCarthy’s civil right to call Senator 
Flanders “senile” after the aging Flanders 
had made obscene inferences on the Floor 
of the Senate concerning the anti-Commu- 
nist Junior Senator from Wisconsin. On 


One of the disconcerting things about 
Party “X” is that it seems to attract so 
many prosperous people. Incongruously 
it combines big money, big labor and big 
names. Certainly a number of Party 
“X’ers”, such as Walter P. Reuther, David 
Dubinsky, Robert R. Nathan and Leon 
Keyserling, acquired position and power 
under the New Deal and Fair Deal. Per- 
haps it is to be expected that they should 
wish to perpetuate ‘he leftist policies un- 
der which they “never had it so good,” 
sacrificing the long term national welfare 
to their short term personal pleasures. 
Reuther’s United Automobile Workers 
(CIO) and Dubinsky’s International Ladies 
Garment Workers’ Union (AFL) are 
among unions which have kicked in many 
thousands of dollars of the workers’ money 
in support of the ADA. Funds for NCEC 
come from Marshall Field, Isidore Lip- 
schutz, and other big leftist financiers. 

Party “X” millionaires headed by Mrs. 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, W. Averell Harri- 
man and Francis Biddle whose inherited 
wealth was earned in the freedom of the 
American system which they seek so dras- 
tically to change, must be considered in a 
class with Corliss Lamont of the Wall 

















NATIONAL REPUBLIC 






Street family—phenomena in warped per- 
sonalities. 

CIO President Walter P. Reuther holds 
a pivotal position in the entire movement, 
both economically and politically. In com- 
mand of collective bargaining rights in 
the key steel and automobile industries 
and controlling an indeterminable bloc of 
votes, Reuther plays a leading role, not 
only in his own CIO-PAC, but also in 
the ADA, NAACP and United World Fed- 
eralists. In addition, he has a hand in 
the American Committee for Protection 
of Foreign Born, seekers of the foreign 
born vote bloc, and cited by the Attorney 
General as subversive and Communist, 
which published his booklet, The Walter- 
McCarran Immigration Law, in 1953. 

Senator Paul H. Douglas is more than 
a typical Party “X’er”. Party “X” is in 
no small measure a result of his life-long 
crusade for Socialism by vote of the peo- 
ple. Highlights in his extra curricular ac- 
tivities, beyond his duties as Professor of 
Economics at the University of Chicago, 
include a trip to Russia in 1927 as a 
member of the American Trade Union 
Delegation, from which he returned ap- 
parently a starry-eyed champion of the 
Soviet experiment; a book, The Coming of 
a New Party, in which he blueprinted the 
New Deal and present left-wing political 
action; chairmanship of the Thomas and 
Maurer Committee of One Hundred 
Thousand to elect Socialists as President 
and Vice President; the League for Indus- 
trial Democracy; and sponsorship of no 
less than six front organizations. His sec- 
retary is Board and Steering Committee 
leader of ADA. 

In 1948 Douglas ran for the Senate 
under the protective coloring of the Demo- 
cratic ticket and, aided and abetted by 
the National Committee for an Effective 
Congress, was elected to hue the Party 
“X” line. He is a candidate to perpetuate 
himself in office in 1954. If it were not 
for Douglas and his ilk, Party “X” would 
lack cohesion; the neurotic millionaires 
and the New Deal success story boys 
would have to look elsewhere for expres- 
sion. 

Party “X”, therefore, cannot be taken 
for the parlor pink charade it appears to 
be; it is being played “for keeps”; it ex- 
plains the recent nationwide effort to turn 
back the clock to the New Dealers. 





CONSTITUTIONAL REPUBLIC 
(Continued from Page 14) 


to destroy our own Constitution. No 
less authority than the Supreme Court of 
California has declared that the supreme 
law of our land is the Charter of the 
United Nations. This has come to most 
Americans as a shock because they had 
heretofore innocently believed that the 
Constitution of the United States was the 
supreme authority. 

This instrument, designed for preserva- 
tion of world peace, has presumed to in- 
vade domestic affairs in other ways. Cer- 
tain sub-committees of the United Nations 









have inaugurated programs which aim at 
changing our basic laws and our entire 
educational system. Among some of the 
most dangerous of these programs is 
UNESCO, the Genocide Treaty and the 
Covenant on Human Rights. The United 
States Senate has so far refused to ratify 
the Genocide and Human Rights Treaties, 
but UNESCO has proceeded in its attempt 
to force its program upon our schools with- 
out any specific grant of authority from 
our Congress. Happily, an increasing 
number of our American people are be- 
coming alert to the dangers of these pro- 
grams sponsored by the United Nations. 
It now seems likely that further encroach- 
ment into the private lives of Americans 
by the United Nations will diminish rather 
than increase in the future. Indeed, there 
are many sincere Americans who believe 
that the United States should withdraw 
from the United Nations. Practically 
everyone agrees that drastic changes must 
be made not only in the framework of 
the United Nations’ Charter, but also in 
its administration. 


A detailed explanation of the objectives 
of the various sub-committees of the 
United Nations would certainly be in or- 
der. Space limitations will not permit 
such an explanation here. However, every 
American, who sincerely believes that we 
should preserve our government as a Con- 
stitutional Republic, will be well advised 
to inform himself thoroughly regarding 
such programs. 


I have devoted a considerable portion 
of my discourse to an expose of the dan- 
gers which confront us because only with 
such knowledge can we inaugurate a 
counterattack which will render these pred- 
atory forces harmless. I will now enum- 
erate some of the positive values which 
are represented by our Constitutional Re- 
public. Of these values, I consider the 
emphasis placed upon the worth of the 
individual to be the most important. The 
inalienable rights of the individual are not 
only recognized, but they are guaranteed 
to him by the Constitution. The Constitu- 
tion does not presume to grant these 
rights to the individual because they are 
God-given rights; it merely safeguards 
them as sacred rights. 

I speak for cur Constitutional Republic 
because it creates a climate in which in- 
dividual enterprise flourishes. It permits 
tue individual to retain the fruits of his 
labor. It enables him to transmit his 
property to his family when he dies. It 
encourages the development of ingenuity 
in inventions, in research, and in the im- 
provement of industrial processes. The 
individual receives personal rewards for 
his efforts, but, in the larger sense, society 
as a whole is the real beneficiary. 

I speak for our Constitutional Republic 
because under its benevolent influence our 
people have attained higher standards of 
living than any other people under any 
other form of government which has here- 
tofore existed. In the process of creating 


richer and finer lives for ourselves we 


have, at the same time, bestowed upon the 
peoples of other countries a large measure 
of well-being. In such manner we have 
not, except in recent years, robbed them 
of their own self-respect, but instead, we 
have enabled them to earn their own re- 
wards by the exchange of our commerce. 

I could speak indefinitely in praise of 
the Republic which I love; in fact, I shall 
do more than speak. In the days that lie 
ahead, I shall fight, if necessary, to pre- 
serve our Republic. 








AAUW SERVES AS VEHICLE 
(Continued from Page 20) 


Union. Any awareness of the Soviet men- 
ace cannot be derived from the guidance 
which Mrs. Brunauer exerted over the 
AAUW for so many years. 


After a but briefly interrupted stretch 
of 18 years of service with the AAUW, 
Dr. Brunauer in 1944, during the days of 
the Acheson-Hiss ascendancy in the State 
Department, joined the latter. The Spring, 
1946, Journal of the AAUW fervently 
commended the appointment of Mrs. 
Brunauer—AAUW’s pet of 18 years’ 
standing—as U. S. Representative on the 
Preparatory UNESCO Commission, with 
the rank of minister. Gleefully it pointed 
out that this position of Mrs. Brunauer’s 
meant full “diplomatic privileges and im- 
munities.” 

On March 13, 1950, Senator Joseph R. 
McCarthy named Mrs. Brunauer as Case 
No. 47 of the security risks in the State 
Department. On April 10, 1951, the Navy 
Department suspended Esther Brunauer’s 
husband, a chemist in the explosive di- 
vision, as a security risk. On February 
20, 1952, at the hearings on the Institute 
of Pacific Relations, it was revealed that 
Mrs. Brunauer, along with IPR members, 
V. Frank Coe, Lauchlin Currie, Harold 
Glasser, Alger Hiss, Philip C. Jessup, Wil- 
liam T. Stone, and Harry Dexter White, 
worked on problems of post-war policy 
inside the State Department. On June 16, 
1952, Mrs. Brunauer was dismissed from 
the State Department as a security risk. 

Dr. Meribeth Cameron, of Mount Holy- 
oke College, is one, of her unfathomably 
naive contributions to the Journal, in tix 
Fall, 1950, issue, opining that the “mass of 
the Chinese people seem to prefer the 
Communist regime to the Nationalist,” 
said, “For the Chinese, revolution is al- 
most a national tradition.” Along the 
same incongruous and frivolous line, Vera 
Micheles Dean, in another AAUW Journal 
gem, which should have pleased the Krem- 
lin, in the Summer, 1947, issue, sermon- 
ized: “The best way for us to reform 
Russia, I believe, is to reform ourselves.” 
(I shall not comment on that one.) 

Still, the greatest blow to freedom, in 
the considered opinion of this writer, was 
struck by the AAUW by continuously per- 
mitting our exponents of social and eco- 
nomic planning (viz., creeping Socialism) 
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to consume the pages of the Journal as a 
vehicle for their propaganda. Professor 
Eveline M. Burnes, product of the (Marx- 
ist) London School of Economics, used 
issues Of June, 1941, Winter, 1944, 
and Spring, 1948, to plug for social wel- 
fare and “central planning.” 

The Modern Economy in Action, an 
AAUW pamphlet by Caroline Farrar Ware 
New Deal theorist, Gardiner C. 
Means), advocates the strangulation of 
free enterprise. Inflation, an AAUW Con- 
temporary America pamphlet, by Esther 
Cole Franklin, promotes the Socialist con- 
cept of price control and rationing. Mon- 
Plans for the United Nations, by 
Vassar’s Mabel Newcomer, published in 
the year in which Esther Brunauer 
joined the left-wing clique in the State 
Department—was AAUW’s appeal in be- 
half of Socialistic global planning. 

The collectivistic record of AAUW 
favorites, among convention speakers, 
Journal contributors and AAUW pam- 
phleteers, is incontestable. Led by a small 
group of bold and clever radicals, the 
American Association of University Wom- 
en has done much in the Socialistic efforts 
to destroy the foundations of our Consti- 


the 


(wife of 


etary 


1944 


doms 


tutional free 


NATIONAL SUICIDE 
(Continued from Page 6) 


Snow, M. P., says, “We have got to show 
such a federation would not neces- 
dominated by the U. S. A... .” 
“dominated” by 
heaviest 


that 
trily be 
(Emphasis supplied.) Not 
representation, but taxed for its 
upkeep 

In return for all this are to have 
conferred upon us something called World 
Citizenship. “Every person in the world,” 
plan, “should be a citizen of the 
Nations as well as of his own 
ind the Charter and laws enacted 
individual. This pro- 
vision is designed to ensure that interna- 
tional law can be enforced (by the UN) 
iduals who would be preclud- 
behind national allegi- 
“mphasis supplied) In other 

us your ‘lives, your liberty, 
and we will shackle you 
resimented 


we 


says the 
United 
ountry 


should bind each 


ltering 


and your wealth 
World Citizenship in a 
Government 


with 
World 
Obviously, if the United States main- 
s membership in the UN until July, 

ind if these proposed amendments 

are adopted (as seems likely in view of 
the political persuasion of many UN mem- 
ber states and many American proponents 
World Government), then we shall 

ve reached the point of no return. 

It will be too late then to say, as many 
Americans are saying now of the UN 
Charter and the NATO treaty, “If I had 
only known The time to know is 
now. The time to act is now. July, 1955, 
will be late. Ask the candidates for 
the U. S. Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives November where they 


too 


before 


stand on this issue. Let the people in 
your home town know his answer. 

We should remember well the summer 
of 1945. About 26,000 young Americans 
who were alive and well then are dead 
now—because we and our Government did 
not heed the warning of our first Presi- 
dent to “beware of foreign entangle- 
ments.” Many of us, along with Senator 
Pat McCarran, will regret to our dying 
day that we were not more vigilant then. 
Are we again to dream, or to look the 
other way, while the summer of 1955 
marks the end of our liberty and the 
death of our Nation? 

What can we do, we plain American 
citizens? We can remind our President 
and our elected representatives that they 
are our servants as well as our leaders, 
that we elect them and pay them to dis- 
charge their duties in our—not the world’s 
—best interests. We can tell them what 
we want and what we don’t want—and we 
had better tell them now while we still 
have the chance. Next summer will be 
too late, for liberty once lost is seldom 
regained. 





FLORIDA'S 'TWO-PARTY' TOM 
(Continued from Page 22) 


Justices were seated. When he walked in 
alone, scattered laughter swept the 
straight-laced courtroom. Watson, embar- 
rassed, proceeded with his argument. 

Later, he visited Black in his chambers 
and explained that his petition was not 
intended to “reflect on your integrity. It 
was just a bona fide expression of honest 
prejudice,” Watson said. 

The Justice regarded him somberly. 
‘You are entitled to your beliefs.” 

In a 6-2 decision, the Supreme Court 
refused to commit itself, and late in 
March tossed the issue back into the laps 
of the Florida courts. “The court was re- 
luctant to do wrong and afraid to do 
right,” said Florida Fifth Circuit Judge 
Curtis L. Waller, author of the three- 
judge district court opinion which the 
unions had appealed to Washington 

But Watson termed the Supreme Court 
action a victory, and declaring his amend- 
ment “The Law of Our State,” he called 
upon “Citizens of Florida, good and bad, 
union and non-union, employer and em- 
ployee, to recognize, conform to and obey 
law of the amendment.” 

“Naturally we are disappointed,” said 
Walter Hoyt, secretary of the Florida 
State Federation of Labor. “We are will- 
ing to abide by the final decision, what- 
ever it may be, but we want to get one 
so we will know where we stand.” 

Since then the AFL went to court once 
again to test the amendment, this time 
trying the Circuit Court in Hillsborough 
County. Judge L. L. Parks refused to 
hear the case. 

Whatever Watson does, editors agree he 
makes good copy. He got the nickname 
Fightin’ Tom when he was a Police Court 


the 
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Judge. A defendant took issue with his 
decision, met him in the hallway and 
swung at him. The Judge knocked the 
man down a flight of stairs. He then 
ordered his arrest and, back in court, fined 
himself and the culprit for disturbing the 
peace. 

Once, arguing a case in Circuit Court 
chambers, Fightin’ Tom clashed with the 
opposing attorney. While they were 
pounding away the opponent’s client took 
a poke at Tom. The Judge called Wat- 
son’s attention to the third man in the 
ring and said, “He’s the one you oughta 
take on, Tom.” 

“If anybody feels like fighting in this 
campaign,” Two-Party Tom says, “tell 
‘em to step right up and I'll be in there 
swinging.” 

That’s about it, 


ROOSEVELT AT YALTA 
(Continued from Page 2) 


In a sense, therefore, the story of Yalta 
is yet to be concluded. But the full scope 
and range of the Communist conspiracy in 
our own State Department may never be 
probed to its final depths. Many of the 
precious documents now have been 
stroyed. 

But James A. Farley came back to the 
subject again. In a public address March 
8, 1951, Mr. Farley said that at the time 
of Yalta, President Roosevelt “was a dy- 
ing man.” This was a much stronger 
statement than had appeared in his 1948 
book. 

And Winston Churchill’s war memoirs 
since have appeared with the declaration 
that at Yalta Mr. Roosevelt was far from 
buoyant health. 

How long must the free world be bound 
by the infirm decisions of Yalta? 

We already have paid for them extrava- 
gantly in the blood of 155,000 war casual- 
ties in Korea. 


de- 


If Yalta was the handiwork of Alger 
Hiss, why not repudiate it, as, indeed, we 


have so decisively repudiated Alger Hiss? 


RIGHTS 


(Continued from Page 3) 


abroad while permitting the Socialistic 
practices to be legislated into our econ- 
omy? Of what value is the bravest and 
strongest American army on a foreign bat- 
tlefield fighting against Communist aggres- 
sion, if we continue to not only permit, 
but require, the Federal Government to 
intervene and force Socialistic doctrines 
and practices on the economic and social 
lives of our people. 

The conscience, the good sense, the 
minds of people must be awakened to the 
encroachments of these planners who 
would trade our freedoms for glamour 
words, gaudy promises, and the ultimate 
slavery of complete government controls. 











TURNING SEARCHLIGHT ON REDS 


By Walter S. Stcele 


“Salt of the Earth,” a play first staged in New Mexico, 
written by Michael Wilson, directed by Herbert Biber- 
man, alleged Communist, and produced by Paul Jer- 
rico and Local 800 of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Work- 
ers Union (International), which union is Red con- 
trolled, made no marks on the minds of the American 
public, but recently received the Soviet Grand Prize at 
the 8th International Festival at Prague. The play is 
showing behind the Iron Curtain and is no doubt mak- 
ing good propaganda for the Red Soviets. 

Left-wingers have announced that a survey shows 
54 Congressional candidates are for the repeal of the 
McCarran-Walter Immigration and Naturalization Act, 
if elected. It is this act that has the Communists 
sweating. 

The passport of Lee Lincoln, 48-year-old Miami, Fla., 
attorney has been lifted by the United States Govern- 
ment, following an unauthorized trip into Russia in a 
sojourn under auspices of the International Student 
Union. British and Canadian students have recently 
denounced the Union as a body whose criterion was 
“the policy set by the Communist Party.”’ 

This writer once testified that the National Associa- 
tion for Advancement of Colored People was neither 
Communist originated nor led, but that certain locals 
had been infiltrated. Recently, the United States 
Navy Air Force suspended Theodore Griffin, President 
of the Association’s Asbury Park, N. J., local, on 
charges of ‘‘maintaining sympathetic associations with 
Communists.”’ His defense attorney, Roy Wilkins, who 
is also counsel for the NACCP, makes the counterclaim 
that Griffin had been “attempting to expel Commu- 
nists’’ from the local, Anyway one cares to take it, 
there is an admission of Red penetration of this local, 
as has been the case in other locals. 

An Ex-Servicemen’s for Civil Liberties has sprang 
forth in Los Angeles according to Red propaganda 
journals. These sources also state that the purpose 
of same is to defend those dishonorably discharged 
for Communist affiliations or activities. 

Mrs. Mary Beatrice Belfrage, of Bronx, N. Y., di- 
vorced wife of Cedric Belfrage editor of the leftist 
sheet, National Guardian, has been ordered deported 
because of Communist Party affiliations, since she en- 
tered the United States in 1946. Her former husband, 
Cedric, also charged with Communist affiliations, is 
now on trial for deportation. 

The Northern California Peace Council, (Red front), 
sent greetings to the recent Latin American Conference 
of Women, held in Rio de Janerio, Brazil. Greetings 
were also received by the conference from the Wom- 
en’s International Democratic Federation, a Moscow 
controlled international. . 

Dave Brown, chairman of the Civil Rights Commit- 
tee, Los Angeles section, called an emergency meeting 
on the passage of the anti-Communist legislation by 
the recent session of the United States Congress in 
Washington, D. C. The meeting was to discuss the 
new anti-Red laws and to organize a plan of attack 
on them. Mrs. Dorothy Healey, Los Angeles Commu- 
nist Party Chairman, also called for such discussions 
at the same time, 

Other names appearing in Red organs recently are 
those of Ruth Heit, active in the New York Committee 
for Protection of Foreign Born, and Clark Foreman, 
former New Dealer, who headed the Red front South- 
ern Conference for Human Welfare, who is now associ 
ated with the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee in 
New York City. 

James Forest, Chairman of the Communist Party in 
Missouri, is out on bail, pending an appeal from con- 
viction under the Smith anti-sedition act. 


The St. Louis Emergency Committee has been set 
up for the defense of Forest, his wife Dorothy, and 
three other top officials of the Party in Missouri, in- 
cluding Wm. Sentner, Marcus Murphy, and Robert 
Manewitz. 

Sid Taylor, Chairman of the Communist Party in 
Connecticut, is on trial with six other party leaders, 
while Carl Winters, Chairman of the Party in Michigan, 
is now serving a sentence in Leavenworth, Kan., Fed- 
eral Prison. Meantime, Sigmund G. Eisenscher, is the 
Party Chairman for Wisconsin. He was the party 
candidate for Governor in 1946 and was active in the 
Allis Chalmers strikes with Harold Christophel of the 
CIO in that year 

A recent picnic at the Red Camp, Midvale, N. J., 
served to further label a number of Red organs as 
Communist, the affair was sponsored jointly by the 
Daily Worker, New Challenge, Morning Freiheit, 
Greek-American Tribune, L’Unita del Popolo, Magyar 
Zso, Russky Golos, and Laive, all but two of which 
are foreign language publications issued in New York 
City. Al Rosefield, is the new circulator for the West 
Coast Red organ, Peoples Daily World, in San Fran- 
cisco, 

Venture, is a new quarterly organ issued by the New 
York Independent Committee for Artists, Scientists 
and Professionals, 

The House Committee on Un-American Activities 
will move into Miami, Fla., for hearings, in November. 
The Pyramid Club, organization of Negro professioals 
in Philadelphia, awarded its 1954 Achievements Award, 
to Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer, deposed atom scientist 
head. Dr. Albert Einstein, German-born leftist, praised 
the club for its action. 

The National Negro Labor Council, first exposed by 
this writer, has recently been cited as a subversive 
front movement, by the Department of Justice. Cole- 
man Young of Detroit, its Executive Secretary, is hot 
and bothered about it. 

The Communist Political Campaign Committee met 
in a nation-wide conference in New York City, August 
7-8. Pettis Perry of the National Committee of the 
Party was appointed chairman of the party’s political 
committee. Other members include Wm. Z. Foster, 
Otis Hood, Chas. Nusser, Steve Nelson, Thos. Nabried, 
Wm, Schneiderman, Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, George 
Blake Charney, George Watts, Alex Trachtenberg, Al- 
fred Lannon, Arnold Johnson and Simon Gerson. 

From a reliable source in New York City, it is 
learned that Elliot Earl, formerly a member of the 
Naval Intelligence has offered to testify before the 
Jenner Committee and name the Army and Navy offi- 
cers who signed for the destruction of security files 
during World War II He said these constituted ‘‘the 
hatchet men in connection with the rape of «he counter- 
Cominunist intelligence services.”’ 

A New York columnist recently charged that the 
Intergovernmental Committee on European Migration, 
financed chiefly by American taxpayers money, is 
colonizing Central and South America with alien-born 
Communists. The Jenner Committee of the Senate is 
reported to have evidence to show that “‘security risks” 
are being permitted to slip through the gates as a 
result of the Migration Committee’s eagerness to speed 
up the European DP situation, due to criticism from 
certain racial groups charging undue delays. 

The U. S. Post Office Department in cooperation with 
the U. S. Customs Department is setting up a more ex- 
tensive control over imported and foreign mailed sub- 
versive propaganda to the United States from foreign, 
mostly Iron Curtain countries. Millions of pieces of 
Red propaganda are shipped to our country by mail. 
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Two Caxton Books 


Every Libertarian Should 
own...read...and reread 


Do you know if Global meddling has kept America at war? Do you know if Yalta was the cli- 
max of a long series of betrayals 
Read which stemmed from ignorance of 


Soviet aims, strategy and tactics? 
PERPETUAL WAR FOR PERPETUAL PEACE 
epee ee ee Read 
A Critical Examination of the Foreign Policies 
of Presidents Roosevelt and Truman THE YALTA BETRAYAL 


Edited by HARRY ELMER BARNES An historical essay which synthe- 
Other contributors include such outstanding authorities as sizes seemingly separate events into 
WILLIAM HENRY CHAMBERLIN GEORGE A. LUNDBERG ie << ee 

PERCY L. GREAVES, JR. GEORGE MORGENSTERN by FELIX WITTMER 

WILLIAM L. NEUMANN FREDERIC R. SANBORN “ . . a hard hitting pamphlet by a 

CHARLES CALLAN TANSILL man in a good cause angry... packs 

a tremendous number of punches and 

an impressive array of facts into 100 

pages of text . . ,. Not content with 

the thorough job of debunking he has 

performed in the text, the author re- 


“Harry Elmer Barnes was a leader . . . Should be in our universities ... 
in the movement among historians in should be read by millions of citi- 
the 1920’s to re-examine the causes zens.”’ Willis Ballinger, Human 
of World WarlI... Since World War Events, Washington, D. C. 


Il, Barnes and the late Charles A. “Few books could have been writ- turns very effectively to the charge 
Beard have been the most scholarly ten with greater force and greater by printing the texts of the Four 
of this group of writers, called “re precision . . . This great book is a Freedoms, the Atlantic Charter, and 
visionists,” who have turned their at dual attempt . . . to show how the the Yalta Agreement with a running 
tention to the causes and, in part, to United States of America, by its poli commentary of sharp, penetrating 
the results, of this second great war cy of interventionism and global med- questions which are themselves indict- 
The case for revisionism, at its best, dling has made it possible to trans ments.” Wm. Henry Chamberlin— 
can be studied in... PERPETUAL form every border quarrel into a Chicago Tribune. 
WAR FOR PERPETUAL PEACE ... world war. in every way, and in “+ Ot Ge... mete, . « Cee 
—San Antonio (Texas) Express. every sense a great book .. . written tively and painstakingly presented .. . 
abe Saal compact and full of good with a great purpose. Its subject is it isn’t often that we review a book in 
things . .. the argument simply re big, its importance is big and its need these columns, and it is even rarer 
mains unanswerable.” Professor at the present time is also big Big that we give a book our unqualified 
Thomas Callandar, Guernsey, Eng- indeed, is not the word. The word blessing. But this is a book that be- 
land. really is ‘tremendous’ for its task and longs on your library shelf. It will 
“A good example of (vigor, courage its Purpose are as stupendous as its give you all the facts concerning this 
and independence) is a batch of achievement is astonishing .. . may crucial period in our history; it will 
books recently published on foreign well be regarded as the Bible of the introduce you to all the sinister char- 
policy, The most solid of these is present day political economics of the acters in the tragic drama. You simp- 
PERPETUAL WAR FOR PERPETU- United States. India International ly can’t afford to miss it... a book 
AL PEACE ... a stries of sharply Magasine, Bombay. that had to be written.” Editorial— 
critical estays by individuals who, - . @ courageous book . . . makes The National Republic, Washington, 
like the editor, Dr. Barnes, cannot plain ... that foreign policy is a de- D. C. 
be overlooked ih any final determina- vious ‘thing, couched, in temporizing, — .nin'ichinatho'fo She'Falla Gontepenee 
tion of the wisdom of a course which bombast, false promises, fakeries .. . shows the extent of outright Com- 
has cost us so much in blood and re- blackmail and pig pen morality . . munist infiltration into responsible gov- 
sources over the past two decades The documentary references are for- Se ee —*» Reader's Report, 
Barnes offers, moreover, a trenchant bidding in their profusion, though “Here, in a miracle of concision, is 
essay on what he calls the ‘Historical nontheless important.”’ Review— presented, in documented and dramatic 
blackout .. .’"" Raymond Moley in his, Wilmington, Delaware NEWS-JOUR- historical. mistakes of colossal propor: 
syndicate column under the title SN SB de tions and appalling consequences.” Bur- 
HISTORY RECONSIDERED. $6.00 at leading bookstores or ton Rascoe—Syndicated Review. 
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